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ABSTRACT
Very little is known about the political attitudes 
and behavior of American college teachers. The studies 
that have been made are generally quite limited in scope. 
Most studies of the political attitudes of college faculties 
have centered their attentions on the self-perceived ideo­
logical orientations of the teachers. Investigations of 
political behavior have for the most part been limited 
to the act of voting.
This study examines the political attitudes and behavior 
of a sample of college teachers in the public colleges 
and universities of Louisiana. The information was obtained 
as the result of a mailed questionnaire which was sent 
in February of 1971 to 526 teachers at twelve institutions 
of higher learning. By April 15, 238 (45.2%) of the 
respondents had returned questionnaires that were at least 
partially useable.
This questionnaire sought attitudinal information 
not only about the ideological orientations of the 
respondents, but also about their policy preferences in a 
number of policy issue areas. Also, the questionnaire 
solicited information about the act of voting and other 
types of campaign related activities. The data on poli­
tical attitudes and behavior were examined separately and, 
in addition, the relationship between attitudes and
xii
behavior was analyzed.
Information was obtained through the questionnaire 
about the backgrounds of the respondents. An effort was 
made to determine if such information was associated with 
the ideological and behavior patterns of Louisiana's 
college teachers.
A plurality of the state's public college teachers 
were found to be self-designated conservatives. However, 
a strong tendency toward "operational liberalism" was 
found to exist with respect to many domestic issue areas. 
Few associations were found between ideology and general 
social and economic variables, but a number of variables 
relating to professional background were found to be 
associated with ideological orientation.
The respondents appeared to be quite fluid in their 
voting preferences. They were willing to cross party lines 
in rather large numbers in presidential elections.
Only approximately 24% of the respondents parti­
cipated in any type of campaign related behavior other 
than voting and informal political discussions during 
the presidential campaigns of 1964 and 1968. In general, 
there was a low level of association between political 
activism and social and economic variables. However, 




Social scientists have investigated the political 
attitudes and behavior of the general public, as well as 
those of numerous smaller groups. They have, however, 
devoted comparatively little attention to the political 
beliefs and behavior of themselves and their colleagues in 
the academic community.
Probably the two best known studies which have 
examined the political beliefs of college teachers are 
Paul F. Lazarfeld and Wagner Thielens, Jr.s' The Academic 
Mind: Social Scientists in a Time of Crisis which was first
published in 1958 and the recent report by the Carnegie 
Commission and the American Council of Education entitled 
College and University Faculty: A Statistical Description. 
Both of these studies are comprehensive in a geographical 
sense. That is, the samples on which they are based were 
drawn from a national population of college and university 
teachers. Primarily because of financial considerations 
such a study is beyond the reach of most individual 
researchers.
1-Paul F. Lazarfeld and Wagner Thielens, Jr. , The 
Academic Mind: Social Scientists in a Time of Crisis
(Glencoe: The Free Press of Glencoe, 1958); and Alan E.
Bayer, College and University Faculty: A Statistical
Description (Washington, D. C.: The Carnegie Commission
on the Future of Higher Education and the American Council 
on Education, 1970).
However, there is still much to be done in the investigation 
of the political attitudes and behavior of academicians, and 
some of the needed research would not involve the expenditure 
of.large,sums of money.
i!.Neither of the two national surveys provide us with 
an inidepth investigation of political behavior or attitudes. 
The Academic.Mind is concerned primarily with the question 
of academic freedom. The discussion of political beliefs 
and behavior in this book is almost solely concerned with 
their relationship with academic freedom. Also The Academic 
Mind examines only the thoughts and behavior of social 
scientists. It does not tell us anything about the political 
attitudes and activities of college and university faculty 
members in other academic disciplines. The study by the 
Carnegie Commission and the American Council on Education, 
unlike Lazarfeld and Thielens’ book, does include teachers 
of all academic disciplines within its scope. However, it 
also is not primarily concerned with political thought and 
behavior.
A number of less comprehensive studies of particular 
aspects of either the political behavior or attitudes of 
college faculties have been published in the last fifteen 
years. These studies have commonly limited themselves to 
one particular aspect of political attitudes or behavior.
They have usually concentrated entirely either on the 
ideological orientations or the voting preferences of 
faculty members in a single election. While these studies
3have been useful, they are quite limited in their capacity 
to provide data for even the most limited generalizations 
about faculty political behavior and attitudes.2 For 
instance, the only form of political participation that is 
usually investigated is voting. A knowledge of the voting 
patterns of faculty members does not, by itself, allow us 
to identify those teachers who are the most politically 
active. In fact, Chapter IV of this study shows that those 
faculty members who contribute money to political parties 
or candidates for public office may not vote as frequently 
as those teachers whose only form of political participation 
is voting.
2See D. S. Eitzen and Garmy M. Maranell, "The 
Political Party Affiliation of College Professors," Social 
Forces, 47 (December, 1968), 145-53; D. S. Eitzen and 
Gary M. Maranell, "The Effect of Discipline, Region, and 
Rank on the Political Attitudes of College Professors,"
The Sociological Quarterly, 11 (Winter, 1970), 112-18;
Conrad Joyner, "Political Party Affiliation of University 
Administrative and Teaching Personnel," The Southwestern 
Social Science Quarterly, 43 (March, 1963), 353-56;
C. C. McClintock, C. B. Spaulding, and H. A. Turner,
"The Political Party Affiliation of American Political 
Scientists," The Western Political Quarterly, XLV 
(September, 1960), 650-55; Robert Yee, "Faculty Partici­
pation in the 1960 Presidential Election," The Western 
Political Quarterly, XVI (March, 1963), 213-20; C. C. 
McClintock, C. B. Spaulding, and H. A. Turner, "Political 
Orientations of Academically Affiliated Psychologists," 
American Psychologist, 20 (March, 1965), 211-21; Alex 
Gottfried, "Political Attitudes and Behavior of a University 
Faculty," The Western Political Quarterly, Supplement to 
XIV (September, 1*961) 43-45; and C. C. McClintock,
C. B. Spaulding, H. A. Turner, "Political Orientations 
of Academically Afficiliated Sociologists," Sociology and 
Social Research, 47 (April, 1963), 273-89.
Another limitation of the recent studies of faculty 
political attitudes and behavior is their failure for the 
most part to investigate the relationship between behavior 
and attitudes. The authors of these studies presumably 
believe that an understanding of the attitude patterns 
of academicians is useful in predicting behavior patterns. 
Otherwise, if there were no relationship between thought 
and behavior, then the justification for these studies 
would be doubtful. However, little effort has been made 
to justify the implicit assumptions that the investigators 
of political attitudes have made. The problem of the 
"linkage" between attitudes and behavior is one of the 
most difficult areas of the political process to 
investigate, and scholars who have concerned themselves 
with the thoughts or behavior of college faculty members 
have shown little inclination to tackle the problem.
The examination of the political attitudes and 
behavior of Louisiana college teachers in the following 
three chapters will not be restricted in the two ways 
previously discussed. The examination of political atti­
tudes and activities will not be limited to only voting 
preferences and party identification. Political attitudes 
will be investigated with respect to opinions about 
specific public issues and general ideological orien­
tations, as well as party identification. In addition to 
voting preferences, political participation will be 
examined from the perspective of frequency of voting and
5participation in a number of campaign related activities.
The second limitation of previous studies will be avoided 
by analyzing the relationship between the data on political 
attitudes and the information gathered on political 
participation. This study, therefore, will not neglect 
the problem of linkage, although it does not purport to 
discover any clear causal relationships between attitudes 
and behavior.
The study was based on a written questionnaire 
mailed to a sample population of 526 faculty members of 
Louisiana’s four-year institutions of higher learning.^ 
Although the author realizes that the inclusion within the 
scope of the study of teachers from private schools and 
two year public institutions would probably have provided 
valuable additional data, the project was restricted to 
the faculty members of four-year public colleges.
Financial considerations precluded a significant enlargement 
of the sample; and if faculty members from additional 
schools were included within a sample of the same size the 
degree of reliability of the data about the faculties of 
four-year public institutions would be decreased. Therefore, 
after considerable thought, it was decided to limit the 
study to the faculties of twelve colleges and universities:
q
This questionnaire is contained in Appendix I.
\
Louisiana State University at Baton Rouge, Louisiana Tech
University, McNeese State University, Nicholls State
University, Northeast Louisiana State University,
Northwestern Louisiana University, Southeastern Louisiana
University, Grambling College, Southern University at
Baton Rouge, Southern University in New Orleans, University
of Southwestern Louisiana, and Louisiana State University
4
at New Orleans.
The 526 faculty members included in the sample 
represent approximately 12.1% of the 4,344 names from 
which the recipients of the questionnaire were selected.
The catalogues of each of the twelve schools listed above 
were used for the purpose of selecting those faculty who 
were to receive the questionnaire.
The author originally intended to include only the 
teaching faculties of the twelve institutions mentioned 
above. However, the lists of faculty members found in the 
catalogues for each school did not always make it clear 
whether or not particular faculty members were engaged in 
teaching. Therefore in compiling the list of 4,344 names 
from which the sample was obtained, the only names which 
were eliminated were those which the catalogues indicated 
to be solely administrative personnel. For instance, if 
a particular faculty member was listed as a university
^The name of this institution was later changed to 
the University of New Orleans. However, it will be 
referred to subsequently as Louisiana State University at 
New Orleans— its name at the time the questionnaire was 
mailed.
7president the name was not included. If, however, the 
catalogue listing was that of "President and Professor 
of Economics" then the name was included in the list from 
which the sample was drawn. It was hoped that by doing 
this those faculty members who teach as well as perform 
administrative duties would be included in the sample, 
while personnel with only administrative responsibilities 
would be excluded.
The faculty members to receive the questionnaire 
were selected by an interval sampling procedure. Each 
institution was represented in the sample in proportion 
to the size of its faculty. In order to select a sample 
of the desired size the names of the faculty members 
for each school were arranged alphabetically in separate 
lists. Then, using alternating intervals of eight and 
nine, the 526 names were chosen.
^In a few instances a catalogue indicated that 
one of the faculty members chosen was on leave for the 
1970-71 academic year. When this occurred the name of 
the faculty member originally chosen was replaced in 
the sample by the next name on the list. Not all of the 
catalogues indicated which of the faculty members were 
on leave. Therefore, the above procedure was used rather 
than eliminating the names of teachers who were on 
leave from the original lists from which the sample was 
chosen. If the names of faculty members on leave had 
been eliminated from the original lists, then those 
colleges with catalogues not indicating which teachers 
were on leave would have been disproportionately 
represented in the sample.
0The questionnaires were mailed to the 526 faculty 
members between February 24 and 27 of 1971. Also 
included with the questionnaire sent to each faculty member 
was an introductory letter explaining the purpose of the 
questionnaire and a stamped, self-addressed envelope in 
which the questionnaire could be returned.® By April 15, 
238 of the respondents had returned questionnaires which 
were at least partially useable. No further questionnaires 
were received. The returned questionnaires represented 
approximately 45.2% of the original sample. While a 
follow-up letter and a second mailing of the questionnaire 
would probably have increased the response rate from five 
to twenty per cent.^ the author was not in a position 
financially to do this. It might also be pointed out in 
justification of the lack of a follow-up letter that 
previous studies have indicated that those people who 
respond to second or third mailings are not likely to 
differ substantially in their responses from the people
®This letter is included in Appendix II.
?The effect of the follow-up letter on the return 
rate for mailed questionnaires is discussed in William 
J. Gretty, "The Utilization of Mail Questionnaires and 
the Problem of a Representative Return Rate," The 
Western Political Quarterly, XIX (March, 1966), 44-53.
who replied to the first mailing. This is particularly 
true if the sample is drawn from a relatively homogeneous 
population as was the case in this study.8
Questions la-ly in the questionnaire solicted 
the opinions of the respondents in regard to specific 
public issues. The first twenty-four of these issues are 
identical with the ones used by McClosky, Hoffman, and 
O'Hara in their study of political party leaders.9 One 
additional issue was added to the questionnaire to measure 
faculty opinion on the Viet Nam conflict. These items 
in the questionnaire will be used in Chapter II of this 
study to develop indices for the measurement of liberal 
and conservative political orientations among the 
respondents. This particular means of examining ideo­
logical tendencies was chosen primarily because it permits 
the measurement of liberal-conservative tendencies along 
a number of dimensions. These twenty-five items facilitate 
the examination of the liberalism and conservatism of 
the respondents in five general areas: issues involving
government regulation of the economy, equalitarian and 
human welfare issues, public ownership issues, issues 
involving tax policy, and foreign policy issues.
8See Charles S. Mayer and Robert W. Pratt, Jr., "A 
Note on Nonresponse in a Mail Survey," Public Opinion 
Quarterly, XXX (Winter, 1966-1967) 637-646.
9Hebert McClosky, Paul J. Hoffman, and Rosemary O'Hara, 
"Issue Conflict and Consensus Among Party Leaders and 
Followers," American Political Science Review, 54 (June, 
1960), 406-442.
10
Also included in the questionnaire are two items 
designed to allow the respondent to describe his own 
personal political o r i e n t a t i o n . T h e s e  two questions were 
included to permit a comparison between the self-perceived 
ideological orientations of the respondents and the indices 
of their responses on the twenty-five public policy issues.
Milton Rokeach has argued that attitudinal measure­
ments are more likely to be reliable in predicting behavior 
when the attitudes measured are tied rather closely to some 
situational context.1-1- The twenty-five policy issues used 
in this study may not provide as specific a situational 
context as Rokeach would like. They do, however, provide 
more of a contextual element than questions which simply 
ask the respondents what their ideological orientations 
are.
Questions five through twelve in the questionnaire 
are concerned with political behavior. Presidential 
elections generally arouse the greatest interest among 
the electorate and usually result in the largest voter 
turnout. It was felt, then, that the respondent's memory 
about his campaign oriented political activities would 
probably be more reliable with respect to recent presi­
dential elections than other election campaigns. The
•^See items 2 and 13 in the questionnaire.
H-See Milton Rokeach, "Attitude Change and Behavioral 
Change," The Public Opinion Quarterly, XXX (Winter, 1966-67), 
569-582.
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questions are designed to secure information on the 
respondents' political activities in two presidential 
elections. A series of five questions used by the 
University of Michigan Survey Research Center, as well as 
other researchers, have been utilized to determine the 
extent of the respondents' political activities in 1964 
and 1968.
The meager amount of information which is presently 
available indicates that, as a group, academicians tend 
to be more liberal and to be more inclined to vote 
Democratic than others with similar economic and social 
p o s i t i o n s . 1 2  An explanation of why this is the case would 
require an extensive study of the socialization process 
as it affects the college teacher. Such an examination is 
not within the scope of this study, but an item in the 
questionnaire is designed to throw some light upon the 
question of when the respondents acquired the political 
orientations they now possess.^ When more information of 
this type has been obtained it will be possible to speak 
with more confidence of the relative importance of parents, 
undergraduate education, graduate training, and teaching
i
experience as factors influencing the political ideologies 
and behavior of college teachers.
i2This conclusion seems justified by the findings 
of the Carnegie Commission report. In particular see 
Table 5 on page 20 of that study.
13See question 3 in Appendix I.
12
In addition to analyzing data on political behavior 
and ideology separately an investigation will also be 
made of the relationship between the ideological persuasions 
of college teachers and their political behavior. It is 
hoped that questions such as the following can be at 
least partially answered: Are particular ideological
dispositions associated with high and low levels of 
political activity? Are particular ideological orientations 
associated with particular kinds of political activities?
Are ideological preferences associated with candidate and 
party preferences?
The final section of the questionnaire seeks infor­
mation about the background of the respondents. Data 
from this section will be used to determine if such 
personal characteristics as age, religion, and sex are 
associated with particular ideological positions and 
patterns of political behavior. Numerous voting studies 
have established a relationship between these three 
characteristics and voting behavior in the general 
p o p u l a t i o n . T h i s  study will investigate the effect 
of these factors on the ideology and political behavior 
of a population sub-group— teachers in Louisiana's 
public colleges and universities.
14See Angus Campbell, Philip E. Converse, Warren E. 
Miller, and Donald E. Stokes, The American Voter (New York: 
John Wiley and Sons, Inc., 1964); Robert E. Lane, Political 
Life: Why and How People Get Involved in Politics (New York: 
The Free Press, 1959); and V. 0. Key, Jr., Public Opinion 
and American Democracy (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1961).
This researcher is particularly interested in the 
relationship between career or occupational characteristics 
and ideological beliefs and political behavior patterns. 
Several studies have found that the academic discipline 
of college teachers is related to party identification and 
ideological orientation.15 This subject will be investi­
gated, as will be the relationship of other career 
variables with attitudes and behavior. This writer 
hypothesizes that one of the principal reasons for the 
ideological patterns which are found among college teachers 
is the socializing effects of preparing for a career in 
college teaching and the actual experiences of teaching 
at the college level. It is this writer's expectation 
that such factors as academic discipline, academic rank, 
occupational mobility, and the location of the universities 
where the respondents obtained their degrees amy be 
strongly associated with differences in political ideology 
and behavior.
This study is principally descriptive and analytic 
in nature, but it will also seek to test a few of the 
extremely low level generalizations which other scholars 
have made concerning the political behavior and ideologies 
of academicians. Conrad Joyner has argued that the 
academic discipline which a faculty member teaches is
15In particular see Eitzen and Maranell, loc. cit.
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associated with his political attitudes.16 Gary M. Maranell 
and D. S. Eitzen in another study were also concerned with 
political attitudes. Their conclusion that teachers in 
the liberal arts and the behavioral sciences tended to be 
more liberal than teachers of agriculture, engineering, 
or other subjects of a vocational character is similar in 
most respects to Joyner’s findings. Maranell and Eitzen 
also found that region and academic rank appeared to be 
important variables with respect to ideological differences.1?
There is a difference of opinion among scholars 
concerning the basis for the electoral decisions made by 
academicians. Robert Yee has argued that academicians are 
basically candidate oriented in their voting decisions.18 
Alex Gottfried, on the other hand, contends that campaign 
issues are the most important factors in determining how 
college teachers cast their ballots.19 H. A. Turner, C. G. 
McClintock and C. B. Spaulding have examined the party 
identifications and political orientations of academically 
affiliated psychologists, political scientists, and socio­
logists. These three authors emphasize the effect of
16Joyner, loc. cit.




professional experience as well as issues and candidates 
in determining voting decisions. ^
In the next two chapters this study will analyze 
separately the political attitudes and behavior of a 
sample of teachers from Louisiana's public colleges and 
universities. In Chapter IV it will investigate the 
relationship between behavior and attitudes. Throughout 
the study particular attention will be given to any 
relationship which the data show to exist between 
professional or career variables and behavior and attitude 
patterns. While no attempt is made to provide a compre­
hensive theory of the political life of academicians 
a few of the low level generalizations that have been 
made by other researchers will be tested and hopefully 
some new contributions will also be presented.
20The reference here is to the three articles by 
Turner, McClintock, and Spaulding mentioned in footnote 2.
CHAPTER II
POLITICAL ATTITUDES
This study approached the investigation of political 
attitudes from two directions. First an effort was made 
to determine the general attitudes of faculty members to­
ward twenty-five relatively enduring issues of public 
policy. Secondly the respondents were given an opportunity 
in questions 2 and 13 in the questionnaire to reveal their 
personal political orientations or ideologies. In question 
2 the respondents were asked to choose from among six 
terms the one which best described their political orien­
tation. In item 13 of the questionnaire no effort was 
made to limit the alternatives available to the respondents. 
Instead they were simply asked to summarize their political 
orientations in their own w o r d s . 2 1
Some students of political attitudes have distin­
guished between a collection of political attitudes or 
policy preferences on the one hand, and political 
ideology on the other. Samuel H. Barnes, in making this 
distinction, argues that an ideology is a "belief system
21Unfortunately practically all of the responses 
to question 13 consisted only of a one word answer— the 
answer previously chosen by the respondents in question 2. 
Since question 13 did not prove to be useful, the data on 
ideological self-perception in this chapter is drawn 
from the responses to question 2.
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that is internally consistent and consciously held."22 
This particular definition raises a number of difficulties, 
not the least of which are the arguments which are likely 
to develop over whether a belief system is internally 
consistent. Nevertheless, the distinction which is made 
by Barnes is useful in that it points out that the 
attitudes of individuals toward public policy questions 
are not necessarily consistent with their self-perceptions 
of their broad political orientations. Thus it is desirable 
to look at political attitudes from both perspectives.
Both policy preferences and self-perceived ideological 
orientations are investigated in this chapter. As will be 
seen, faculty members who perceive their political 
orientations as either "liberal" or "conservative" 
are not necessarily in agreement with other liberals and 
conservatives on specific policy issues.
Faculty Attitudes on Public Policy Issues. It was 
pointed out in the previous chapter that the first twenty- 
four items in the questionnaire are identical with those 
used by McClosky, Hoffman, and O'Hara in their study of 
political party leaders. These same items have also been 
used by other students of political attitudes in their 
efforts to characterize political attitudes as "liberal"
22Samuel H. Barnes, "Ideology and the Organization 
of Conflict: On the Relationship Between Political Thought
and Behavior." The Journal of Politics, 28 (August, 1966),
514.
or "conservative".23 This method of designating liberal 
and conservative attitudes is not without its problems.
The items are often somewhat ambiguous— they may not mean 
exactly the same thing to one respondent as they do to 
another. Also it is certainly debatable in some cases 
whether a particular response to a policy issue is in 
fact a liberal or a conservative one. However, despite 
the problems associated with using them, these policy 
issues were chosen for a number of reasons. Most 
importantly, unlike many other methods of categorizing 
attitudes on the basis of liberalism and conservatism, these 
issues are not limited to one general area of governmental 
policy, such as civil liberties or regulation of the 
economy. As was pointed out in Chapter I the issues 
facilitate the measurement of attitudes in five broad 
areas of public policy.
The responses of the faculty members to the twenty- 
five public policy issues can be seen in Tables la-le.
For each of the issues the respondents were asked whether 
they thought national government support should be 
"increased", "decreased", or remain the "same". The
23See Thomas A. Flinn and Frederick M. Wirt, "Local 
Party Leaders: Groups of Like-Minded Men", Midwest
Journal of Political Science, IX (February, 1965), 77-98; 
and Thomas H. Ferrell, "A Study of Political Party 
Leadership in Louisiana" (unpublished Master’s thesis, 
Department of Government, Louisiana State University, 1967).
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percentage of the respondents chosing each of three 
alternatives for each issue can be seen in the tables.
One word of caution might be in order before 
examining faculty responses to the public policy items.
To some extent the figures in the following tables may 
be misleading with respect to the number of college 
teachers who actually possess opinions of any depth on 
the twenty-five issues contained in the questionnaire.
The generally small number of failures to respond to most 
of the issues may conceal some indifference or lack of 
knowledge and some inflation of the remain the "same" 
responses. The author suspects that some faculty members 
who had not formed any firm opinions on particular issues 
may simply have chosen the remain the "same" alternative. 
While such a response is not precisely identical in nature 
to a firm belief that present governmental programs are 
adequate, the two types of response do indicate a common 
absence of demand that governmental programs be changed. 
There is, then, some commonality among the remain the 
"same" responses.
TABLE la
ATTITUDES OF FACULTY MEMBERS ON PUBLIC OWNERSHIP ISSUES
Issues Faculty Members
Public Ownership of Natural
Resources (227)




Public Control of Atomic Energy (228)




Average Support Ratio for the
Public Ownership Category .67
TABLE lb
ATTITUDES OF FACULTY MEMBERS ON GOVERNMENT REGULATION OF
THE ECONOMY ISSUES
Issues Faculty Members
Level of Farm Price Supports (230)




Government Regulation of 
Business (234)




Regulation of Public Utilities (234)




Enforcement of Anti-Monopoly 
Laws (233)




Regulation of Trade Unions (235)




Level of Tariffs (228)






Restrictions on Credit (227) 







Average Support Ratio for Government 
Regulation of the Economy 
Category .56
TABLE lc
ATTITUDES OF FACULTY MEMBERS ON EQUALITARIAN AND HUMAN-
WELFARE ISSUES
Issues Faculty Members
Federal Aid to Education (234) 
% favoring: Increase 63
Decrease 21
Same 16
Support Ratio • 71
Slum Clearance and Public 
Housing (233)




Social Security Benefits (233)












Enforcement of Integration (225)




Immigration into United States (228)








ATTITUDES OF FACULTY MEMBERS ON TAX POLICY ISSUES
Issues Faculty Members
Corporate Income Tax (226)






Tax on Large Incomes (299)




Tax on Business (228)




Tax on Middle Incomes (233)




Tax on Small Incomes (233)




Average Support Ratio for
Tax Policy Category .47
TABLE le
ATTITUDES OF FACULTY MEMBERS ON FOREIGN POLICY ISSUES
Issues Faculty Members
Reliance on the United Nations (234)







American Participation in Military 
Alliances (233)























Average Support Ratio for Foreign 
Policy Category .25
America's Military Effort in 
Viet Nam (233)a 







aThe "America's Military Effort in Viet Nam" issue was 
not used in the compulation of the average support 
ratio for the foreign policy category because it was 
not one of the original twenty-four issues used in the 
McClosky study.
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Because of the awkwardness of examining three 
separate percentages for each issue an index or "ratio of 
support" has been calculated for each issue. This index 
was also used in the study by McClosky and associates, 
the Flinn-Wirt study, and a study of Louisiana party 
leadership by this author.24 The index is calculated by 
assigning a value of 1.0 to each "increase" response, a 
value of 0 for each "decrease" response, and a value of 
.50 for each "same" response. The sum of these values for 
each issue is then divided by the total number of responses 
for each particular issue. The quotient of this division 
is between 0 and 1.0, with support for an issue increasing 
as the index approaches 1.0 and decreasing as it approaches 
0.
The index was used in a slightly different manner 
in this study than was the case in the McClosky and Flinn- 
Wirt studies. Both of these earlier studies assigned a 
value of .50 to non-responses to individual policy items.
The justification for this was not made clear. The failure 
of a respondent to answer a question may not necessarily 
indicate a belief that current governmental policies are 
acceptable to him. It is unlikely that this decision had 
much effect on the results of the study by McClosky and his 
associates because of the large number of respondents.
24McClosky, et al., loc. cit.; Flinn and Wirt, 
loc. cit.; Ferrell, loc. cit.
On the other hand, the Flinn-Wirt study had only a 
slightly larger number of respondents than the present 
study.25 The general effect of this decision by the 
authors of the two previous studies would be to slightly 
flatten the ratio of support indexes around the .50 figure. 
In studies where the number of respondents is relatively 
small and the weight given to each response in calculating 
the ratios of support is fairly large the distortion 
caused by assigning non-responses the sam$ score as 
remain the "same" would be greater than with a larger 
sample. For this reason it was felt by this writer that 
a more accurate reflection of the respondents' views could 
be obtained by eliminating non-responses from the figures 
used in computing the support ratios. The numbers in 
parentheses beside each policy issue in Tables la-le 
indicate the total number of responses used to compute 
the percentages and support ratios for each issue. By 
simply subtracting this figure from 238 the reader may 
determine how many of the respondents failed to respond 
to each issue.
In examining these five tables it should be kept 
in mind that neither the percentages nor the ratios of
25There were 3,020 respondents in the study by 
McClosky and his associates. The Flinn-Wirt study was 
based on the responses given by 262 party leaders.
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support provide any information about the intensity of the 
attitudes of the respondents. They do not tell us the 
emotional intensity with which the respondents may believe 
that government support for issues should be increased, 
decreased, or remain the same. But, it can be determined 
whether support for one policy issue is more widespread 
among faculty members than support for another issue.
The first twenty-four issues have been divided into 
five categories: public ownership, government regulation
of the economy, equalitarian and human welfare, tax policy, 
and foreign policy. The "average support ratios," which 
are found near the bottom of each table, are averages of 
the support ratios for the five broad policy areas.
In interpreting the support ratios for the twenty- 
five issues found in Tables la-13 the degree of support 
represented by each support ratio can be summarized as 
follows: "0 to .25— strong wish to reduce support;
.26 to .45— wish to reduce support; .46 to .55—  
satisfied with the status quo; .56 to .75— wish to 
increase support; and .76 to 1.00— strongly wish to 
increase support."^® A word of caution should be pre­
sented, however. It is possible that all the responses 
to an issue could be divided evenly between the "increase" 
and "decrease" alternatives. This situation would produce
26McClosky, Hoffman, and O'Hara, op. cit., p. 409.
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a support ratio of .50. The support ratio in this case 
would indicate that the respondents were satisfied with 
the status quo. Even a glance at the percentage distri­
bution of the responses would reveal that this was not 
true. As it happens, this study did not produce a 
distribution of responses for any issue which tended to 
severly distort the interpretation of the support ratios 
given above. Therefore in this analysis much more 
attention is given to the more convenient support ratios 
than to the percentage distributions. But this was not 
possible until the percentage distributions were first 
examined. Also it must be kept in mind that identical 
support ratios for two or more issues are not necessarily 
the results of identical percentage distributions.
Tables la-le indicate that the issue which received 
the most united support of faculty members was the 
regulation of trade unions with a support ratio of .87.
The next four issues with the highest support ratios were 
the enforcement of anti-monopoly laws, social security 
benefits, slum clearance and public housing, and taxes on 
large incomes. It should perhaps be emphasized again that 
the high support ratios for these issues do not mean that 
faculty members support governmental activity in these 
five areas with more intensity than they do in other 
issue areas. Rather the high support ratios mean that 
support for increased activity by the national government
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is more widespread for these five issues than for the 
other twenty issues.
The five issues receiving the least support from 
the respondents were all in the tax policy and foreign 
policy categories. The tax on small incomes issue 
received the least support (.18), but it was closely 
followed by foreign aid, America's military effort in 
Viet Nam, American participation in Military alliances, 
and tax on middle incomes.
An examination of the foreign policy issues category 
reveals a generally low level of support for all issues 
except reliance on the United Nations. As will be seen 
a little later both liberal and conservative faculty 
members are fairly united in their opposition to increased 
governmental activity in four out of the five issue areas 
in the foreign policy category.
While it is beyond the scope of this study, an 
interesting question is the effect of the Viet Nam war on 
the attitudes of college teachers toward such issues as 
foreign aid which had traditionally had the support of a 
large segment of people who are self-perceived liberals. 
That is, to what extent has the war changed the attitudes 
of liberal faculty members on foreign policy issues? 
Unfortunately the data are not available for an analysis 
of the attitudes of faculty members on specific foreign 
policy issues prior to the American Military build up in 
Viet Nam.
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An examination of the support ratios for domestic 
issues reveals that generally the faculty members of 
Louisiana's public colleges and universities support 
increased activity by the national government. The 
average support ratios for the public ownership, government 
regulation of the economy, and equalitarian and human 
welfare categories all fall into the .56 to .75 range which 
McClosky says indicates a belief that governmental support
should be increased.27
Like the American electorate in general, Louisiana's 
college teachers appear to be less willing to advocate 
increased taxation than they are to support increased 
governmental services and activities. The tax policy 
category is the only one of the four categories of domestic 
issues which did not have an average support ratio score 
indicating a wish for increased government activity.
However, a closer look at the support ratio scores for the 
individual issues in the tax policy category suggests 
that the support for increased governmental domestic 
activity and the failure to produce a high level of support 
for increased taxation are not as logically inconsistent 
as might first appear.
While the average support ratio for the tax policy 
category is only .47, there was considerable support
27Ibid.
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for an increase in the corporate income tax (.66) and 
taxes on large incomes (.72). There was also rather mild 
support for increasing governmental taxes on business 
(.57). There was strong sentiment for a reduction of the 
taxes on middle incomes (.24) and low incomes (.18).
An examination of the support ratio scores for the 
domestic issues would appear to indicate that the faculty 
members of Louisiana’s colleges and universities are 
relatively "liberal” in the sense that they are willing 
not only to support the existing level of governmental 
services, but also to support increased governmental 
activities in a majority of the issues involving public 
ownership, regulation of the economy, and human welfare. 
Although the support ratios indicate a fairly liberal 
outlook on domestic issues, this does not mean that most 
faculty members in Louisiana think of themselves as 
liberals or that they necessarily vote for liberal candi­
dates in elections. As will be seen in Chapter IV the 
self-perceived ideological positions of faculty members 
are a much better guide to voting behavior than the stands 
which the teachers take on public issues. In their 
ideological perceptions and their voting preferences, 
Louisiana's college teachers tend to be further to the 
right than their policy positions alone might lead one to 
expect.
As far as this writer has been able to determine, 
this particular study is the only one which has used the
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the items in Tables la-le to discover the positions of 
college teachers on political issues. The most frequent 
use of the items has been to determine the attitudinal 
positions of political party leaders. A comparison of 
the support ratios of the faculty members of Louisiana's 
colleges with the ratios which McClosky and his associates 
found for delegates to a Democratic national convention 
and with the ratios for local Democratic party leaders 
found in the Flinn-Wirt study show that the college teachers 
are probably less liberal than either group. However, a 
comparison with Democratic party leaders in Louisiana 
shows the teachers to be somewhat more liberal.28
Self-perception of Ideological Position. After 
examining the policy positions of the state's college 
teachers one might be tempted to characterize them as 
"moderate liberals" who advocate increased governmental 
activity in social and economic areas, and who have lost 
confidence in practically all aspects of United States 
foreign policy. While this characterization of the policy 
positions of the faculty members appears to be generally 
accurate, the designation of them as moderate liberals is 
not consistent with their own perceptions of their
^^McClosky, Hoffman, and O'Hara, op. cit.; Flinn 
and Wirt, op, cit.; and Ferrell, op, cit.
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political orientations. This becomes immediately clear 
when Table 2 is examined.
When given a choice from among conservative, 
liberal, democratic socialist, libertarian, or new left 
as labels which might characterize their political 
orientations almost half of the respondents chose con­
servative.29 Despite the nature of their responses to 
the policy issues only one-fourth of the respondents chose 
to label themselves as liberals.
A total of 42 respondents (18% of the total) chose 
to check a response labeled "other" which allowed them to 
write in some political label which was not contained 
in the question. In Table 2 the "other" response has 
been divided into a number of sub-categories. Eleven of 
the re-respondents who selected this alternative chose to 
describe themselves as conservatives— but in some 
modified form. Frequently they referred to themselves 
as "moderate conservatives" or "independent conservatives". 
These respondents have been classified in Table 2 as 
"qualified conservatives". For the same reasons four 
respondents have been classified as "Qualified Liberals". 
Thirteen of the - teachers choosing the "other" category 
wrote in the terms "moderate", "middle of the road", or 
"independent" to characterize their political orientations.










Democratic Socialist 17 7%
Libertarian 3 1%
New Left 1 0%
Qualified Conservative 11 5%
Qualified Liberal 4 2%
Moderate, Middle of the 
Road, and Independent 13 5%
Not Classifiable 14 6%
No Response 6 3%
Totals 238 100%
The remaining fourteen respondents who did not feel that 
the listed categories could adequately characterize their 
political beliers wrote in a variety of answers which 
could not be easily categorized. They range from a 
response of "theocratic" to one teacher who described 
himself as a "political S. 0. B.". These fourteen men 
are included in the category which is labeled "Not 
Classifiable" in Table 2.
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If all the ideological positions in Table 2 which 
can conveniently be labeled as being to the political 
right are combined and all of the categories which are 
normally considered to be to the left of center are 
combined then the plurality enjoyed by the right is not 
as great as the difference between liberals and conser­
vatives might indicate. If the conservative and qualified 
conservative categories are combined then 51% of the 
respondents think of themselves as some kind of conser­
vative. If the liberal, democratic socialist, qualified 
liberal, and new left categories are combined then 34% 
of the respondents think of themselves as being to the 
left of center.
Slightly over half of the respondents, then, think 
of themselves as conservatives, while about one-third of 
them see their political orientations as being at least 
somewhat to the left. It would have been difficult to 
have predicted anything like this ideological split from 
examining the positions of the respondents on the policy 
issues in Tables la-le. Obviously many respondents have 
been able to reconcile support for a high level of 
domestic activity by the national government with their 
self-perceived ideological conservatism.
A lack of congruence between self-designated 
conservatism and views on public issues has been pointed 
out by other commentators. Using data from the Survey
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Research Center of the University of Michigan Lloyd A.
Free and Hadley Cantril concluded that about 40% of the 
people who are self-designated conservatives could 
actually be considered liberals on a scale which measured 
their support for increased governmental activity in the 
social and economic issue areas. Thus Free and Cantril 
argue that a significant number of self-designated 
conservatives in the United States are "operational 
liberals" as well as ideological conservatives.30
While the study by Free and Cantril points out a 
tendency which they feel exists among the general public, 
the data presented here would appear to indicate that the 
phenomenon of individuals being both ideological conser­
vatives and operational liberals is also found among 
academicians. This is not to suggest, however, that there 
are no differences between the policy preferences of those 
teachers who label themselves liberals and those who 
consider themselves conservatives. It will be seen shortly 
that differences exist, although they are often modest.
How do the self-perceived ideological perceptions 
of the teachers in Louisiana's four year public colleges 
and universities compare with the self-designated
SOLloyd A. Free and Hadley Cantril, The Political 
Beliefs of Americans: A Study of Public Opinion (New
Brunswick, New Jersey: Rutgers University Press, 1967),
p . 38.
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political orientations of college teachers elsewhere in 
the country? The data which are available indicate that 
the plurality enjoyed by conservatives over liberals in 
Louisiana is not typical of college faculties elsewhere. 
Other studies have found that a plurality of college 
teachers perceive their ideological positions to be to the 
left of center.
The most extensive recent study of the attitudes 
of college faculty members is undoubtedly College and 
University Faculty: A Statistical Description. As
mentioned earlier this study was not concerned primarily 
with political attitudes, but it does provide us with a 
breakdown of the ideological positions of the respondents 
to the study. The alternative ideological choices which 
were presented to the respondents in the Carnegie study 
were not identical with the ones used in this study. 
Therefore, an exact comparison of the self-designated 
ideological positions of faculty members in Louisiana’s 
schools with those faculty members included in the national 
study is not possible. It is possible, however, to say 
that on balance the teachers in Louisiana's four year 
public institutions of higher learning are more conser­
vative than most of their colleagues elsewhere in the 
nation. As was seen in Table 2, 51% of the state's
31Bayer, loc. cit.
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teachers selected ideological alternatives which are 
generally considered to represent the right side of the 
political spectrum, while 34% chose alternatives which are 
to the left of center. At the national level faculty 
members to the left of center were found to have a 
plurality with about 45%, while conservatives represented 
approximately 38% of the sample.32
Ideological Perceptions and Policy Issues. The 
next question to be examined is the relationship between 
ideological perceptions and attitudes about public policy 
issues. In investigating this question emphasis will be 
given primarily to a comparison of the public policy 
positions of those respondents who designated themselves 
as conservatives and those who labeled themselves 
liberals. These two groups are found in the liberal and 
conservative categories in Table 2. Because of the 
relatively small number of respondents choosing the 
other ideological positions not a great deal can be said 
with confidence about their policy preferences. Table 3 
contains the support ratios for liberals, conservatives, 
and democratic socialists for each of the twenty-five 
issues contained in Tables la-le. The numbers in
32These figures were calculated from Table 5 on 
page 30 of College and University Faculty: A Statistical
Description. The percentages for the categories "left" 
and "liberal" were added to obtain the figure of 45%; and 
by adding the percentages in the categories "moderately 
conservative" and "strongly conservative" the figure of 
38% was obtained.
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parentheses indicate the number of faculty members 
responding. Table 4 shows the differences in the support 
ratios for liberals and conservatives on each issue.
Although there were only seventeen respondents who 
chose to designate themselves as democratic socialists 
their support ratios have also been included in Table 3. 
Despite the necessarily low level of confidence which can 
be placed in the support ratios for democratic socialists, 
it will be seen that their support ratios generally 
diverge in a predictable way from the ratios of liberals 
and conservatives. There are, however, several unexpected 
and on the basis of the information available, unexplainable 
support ratios for democratic socialists. For example, 
they gave less unified support for government regulation 
of business and increased taxes on business than did 
liberals.
TABLE 3
SUPPORT RATIOS OF CONSERVATIVE, LIBERAL, AND DEMOCRATIC 
SOCIALIST TEACHERS ON TWENTY-FIVE PUBLIC POLICY ISSUES
Support Ratios
Issues
Con. Lib. Dem. Soc.
Public Ownership of
Natural Resources .56 (106) .75 (59) .77 (15)
Public Control of
Atomic Energy .62 (108) .66 (57) .75 (16)
Level of Farm




Con. Lib. Dem. Soc.
Government Regulation 
of Business .27 (109) .65 (59) .59 16)
Regulation of Public 
Utilities .50 (110) .72 (59) .75 16)
Enforcement of Anti- 
Monopoly Laws .79 (108) .82 (59) .88 16)
Regulation of Trade 
Unions .93 (110) .83 (58) .75 16)
Level of Tariffs .47 (110) .35 (55) .34 16)
Restrictions on 
Credit .55 (109) .57 (56) .59 16)
Federal Aid to 
Education .57 (109) .87 (59) .88 17)
Slum Clearance and 
Public Housing .58 (107) .88 (59) .88 17)
Social Security 
Benefits .61 (107) .84 (59) .91 17)
Minimum Wages .40 (110) .71 (59) .77 17)
Enforcement of 
Integration .27 (106) .79 (56) .91 16)
Immigration into the 
United States .28 (109) .41 (57) .50 15)
Corporate Income Tax .60 (108) .72 (55) .87 15)
Tax on Large Incomes .64 (109) .88 (56) .70 15)
Tax on Business .50 (110) .89 (56) .57 15)
Tax on Middle 





Con. Lib. Dem. Soc.
Tax on Small 
Incomes .21 (110) .15 (57) .06 (16)
Reliance on the 
United Nations .35 (110) .64 (59) .88 (17)
American Partici­
pation in Military 
Alliances .28 (109) .17 (59) .06 (16)
Foreign Aid .10 (110) .29 (58) .32 (17)
Defense Spending .42 (110) .19 (59) .14 (17)
America's Military 
Effort in Viet Nam .30 (109) . 10 (59) .11 (16)
TABLE 4
DIFFERENCES IN SUPPORT RATIOS OF LIBERAL AND CONSERVATIVE 
TEACHERS ON TWENTY-FIVE PUBLIC POLICY ISSUES
Issues Differences in Support Ratios9-
Enforcement of Integration .52
Tax on Business .39
Government Regulation of Business .38
Minimum Wages .31
Slum Clearance and Public Housing .30
Federal Aid to Education .30
Reliance on the United Nations .29
Tax on Large Incomes .24
TABLE 4— Continued
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Issues Differences in Support Ratios3-
Social Security Benefits .23
Defense Spending -.23
Regulation of Public Utilities .22
America's Military Effort in
Viet Nam -.20
Foreign Aid .19
Public Ownership of Natural Resources .19
Immigration into the United States .13
Corporate Income Tax .12
Level of Tariffs -.12
American Participation in
Military Alliances -.11
Regulation of Trade Unions -.10
Tax on Middle Incomes .08
Tax on Small Incomes -.06
Public Control of Atomic Energy .04
Enforcement of Anti-Monopoly Laws .03
Level of Farm Price Supports -.03
Restrictions on Credit .02
aA minus sign before a number in this table indicates that 
the support ratio for conservatives was larger than the 
one for liberals. The absence of any sign indicates that 
the support ratio for liberals was the larger.
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Table 3 shows that the self-identified liberals 
among the respondents to this study were generally more 
likely to support increased governmental activity in 
domestic areas than those faculty members who identified 
themselves as conservatives. On sixteen of the twenty 
domestic issues the support ratios for liberals were 
higher than the ones for conservatives. The support 
ratios for the democratic socialists were commonly 
slightly higher on domestic issues than those of liberals.
The domestic issues on which conservatives gave 
greater support to increased governmental activities than 
did liberals were not unexpected. Conservatives gave 
stronger support to the regulation of trade unions, 
increasing tariffs, increasing the level of farm price 
supports, and increasing taxes on small incomes.
Although there are considerable differences between 
the ratio of support scores of liberals and conservatives 
on some issues in Table 4, there is also a fairly high 
level of agreement between the tv/o ideological groups.
As seen in Table 3 the common situation is not for the 
ratio of support scores to indicate support for increased 
governmental domestic activity among liberals and opposition 
to it by conservatives. While the support ratios of 
liberals are higher than those of conservatives on 
sixteen of the twenty domestic issues, we find that on 
thirteen of these issues the tendency of liberals and 
conservatives is in the same direction. That is, on only
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three of the sixteen issues do conservatives predominantly 
oppose an increase in governmental activity while liberals 
predominantly favor it. Thus the differences between 
liberals and conservatives on domestic policies seem to 
be largely a matter of their unity of support for govern­
mental activities. Liberals tend to be more united in 
their support of increased governmental services. 
Conservatives tend to support most of the same services 
favored by liberals, but they are less unified in their 
support. This fact tends to substantiate the point made 
earlier that there seems to be a great deal of "operational 
liberalism" among teachers who consider themselves conser­
vatives.
Keeping in mind that the differences between liberals 
and conservatives appear more often than not to be 
differences in the extent to which the two groups support 
increased government domestic services, we will look 
now at the issues which cause the greatest policy 
differences between liberals and conservatives. By far 
th<; t oivisive issue is the degree to which the federal 
go.oi-nrnent should enforce integration. Conservatives 
gave the enforcement of integration issue a support ratio 
of only .27 while the index for liberals was .79. This 
difference of .52 between the conservative and liberal 
support ratios was the greatest of any of the twenty- 
five issues. As will be seen a bit later (Table 10),
Black respondents show a marked preference for liberalism
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over conservatism. However, the responses of the Black 
respondents to the integration issue did not substantially 
exaggerate the differences between white liberals and 
conservatives on the issue. Even if the responses of 
Black liberals are eliminated the support ratio for 
liberals on the issue is .77. On only two other domestic 
issues (government regulation of business and minimum 
wages) do the conservative support ratios indicate a 
wish to decrease government support which is opposed by a 
desire of liberals to increase government activity. While 
Table 4 indicates that the difference in support ratios for 
liberals and conservatives is also quite large for the 
tax on business issue, a glance at the previous table 
reveals that the difference between liberals and conser­
vatives on this issue is primarily a difference between 
a group that is satisfied with the status quo and a group 
that wants to increase taxes.
Table 4 shows that in general liberal and conser­
vative faculty members are the most divided on issues 
that fall into the equalitarian and human welfare category. 
Five of the six issues in this category are among the ten 
issues with the largest differences between conser­
vative and liberal support ratios. This would perhaps 
indicate that any future attempt to investigate the nature 
of the policy or ideological differences between 
liberal and conservative college teachers might well
concentrate its attention in this area rather than in 
such matters as government regulation of the economy or 
government ownership.
With the exception of one issue, conservatives 
and liberals appear to be in general agreement as far as 
the issues in the foreign policy category are concerned. 
The only issue on which the general views of the two 
groups are in conflict is reliance on the United Nations. 
As would be expected liberals are more united in their 
belief that the United States should rely more heavily 
on this organization. On the four other issues in the 
foreign policy category (American participation in mili­
tary alliances, foreign aid, defense spending, and 
America's military effort in Viet Nam) both liberals and 
conservatives are in agreement that this country's 
activities should be curtailed.
In the author's, opinion the most significant point 
that can be made in analyzing Tables 3 and 4 is the 
frequency with which both liberals and conservatives are 
on the same "side" of an issue. On a majority of the 
issues both liberals and conservatives support or oppose 
increased governmental activity. The differences between 
the two as revealed in the previous two tables, appear 
to primarily be the greater unity and consistency with 
which liberals support increased government services. 
Among conservatives there are not only people who support
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a decrease in governmental activities, but also an 
apparently larger group that is composed of teachers 
previously refered to as "operational liberals".
Party Identification. Party identification is 
easier to investigate in a state which has a fairly 
competitive two-party system. Such a situation does not, 
of course, exist in Louisiana where the Democratic party 
is by far the dominant of the two in terms of registered 
voters and success in electing candidates at the state 
and local l e v e l s . 33 it was felt, then, that if the 
association between party identification and the political 
attitudes and behavior of the respondents was to be 
investigated it would be necessary to concentrate on the 
question of which party the teachers identified with, 
rather than with which one they were legally registered 
members. Because of the one-party system of the state it 
was also necessary to examine behavior in presidential 
elections as opposed to elections of officials to state 
and local offices. The subject of the voting behavior 
of Louisiana's public college teachers will be taken up 
in the next chapter. However, since party identification 
is being analyzed as a feeling of attachment rather than 
the physical act of registering as a member of a political
33only about two per cent of Louisiana's voters 
are registered as Republicans.
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party, the subject of party identification can properly 
be discussed in this chapter on political attitudes. The 
responses to the question on party identification in the 
questionnaire have been tabulated in Table 5.^4
Although a plurality of college teachers in Louisiana 
think of themselves as conservatives it is clear from 
Table 5 that they do not identify in large numbers with 
the more conservative of the two national political 
parties. The faculty members of the state's public colleges 
and universities still tend to identify more closely with 
the Democratic party by a margin of more than two to one.
TABLE 5









No Response __2 1%
Totals 238 100%
34This question can be found in item 4 of the 
questionnaire in Appendix I.
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About one-third of the faculty members failed 
to identify with either of the two major political 
parties, and preferred to classify themselves as 
independents. Since neither the Democratic nor the 
Republican parties claim the loyalty of a majority of 
the state's faculty members, it might be expected that 
the independent voters would determine which candidate 
would receive a majority of the faculty vote in the 
state's elections. As will be seen in the next chapter 
the lack of solidarity among those who identify with the 
Democratic party, plus a strong Republican vote by 
independents, can permit Republican candidates for public 
office to win majority support among the state's public 
college teachers. The analysis of voting behavior in 
Chapter 3 will show that Republican voting strength in 
presidential elections is higher than the figures in 
Table 5 might imply, while the strength of the Democrats 
is not as great as it might appear from simply examining 
party identification figures.
By cross-tabulating the self-perceived ideological 
positions of the respondents with the figures in Table 5 
the relationship, if any, between party identification 
and ideology may be examined. As Table 6 indicates, there 
is a very strong tendency for liberal respondents to 
identify with the Democratic party. But this does not 
mean that conservative faculty members are likely to be 
Republicans. In fact, a slightly higher percentage of
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conservatives identify with the Democratic party than the 
Republican party. The conservative teachers are fairly 
evenly split among the Democratic, Republican, and 
independent categories in Table 6.
The small number of democratic socialists makes 
generalizations about them difficult, but it would appear 
that the same tendency exists among them as was found 
among liberals. That is, they tend to be either Democrats 
or independents with little support for the Republican 
party.
TABLE 6







Democratic 35% (38) 64% (38) 57% (8)
Republican 32% (35) 5% ( 3) 0% (0)
Independent 32% (35) 31% (18) 43% (6)
Totals 99% (108) 100% (59) 100% (14)
aOnly Democrats, Republicans and Independents who selected 
one of the three ideological positions listed in the 
table are included in the totals. Thus the total numbers 
of Republicans, Democrats, and Independents are less 
than in Table 5.
N=181
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Social Characteristics and Ideology. Several 
studies have pointed out relationships which exist between 
social and economic factors and political attitudes.35 
The final one and a half pages of the questionnaire sent 
to the faculty members of Louisiana's public institutions 
of higher learning solicited information about their 
social, economic, and career backgrounds. In this section 
of Chapter II the social and economic backgrounds of 
those respondents who identified themselves as liberals 
or conservatives will be examined in order to determine 
if differences in social and economic characteristics 
tend to be associated with differences in political 
ideology. In the next section of this chapter an examina­
tion of the differences and similarities in the career 
patterns of the two ideological groups will be undertaken.
Tables 7-16 present in tabular form the data on 
various aspects of the social and economic backgrounds of 
conservative and liberal respondents to this s t u d y . 36
35in particular see Cambell, Converse, Miller, and 
Stokes, loc. cit.; Lane, loc. cit.; Seymour Martin Lipset, 
Political Man (New York: Doubleday and Company); and Angus 
Campbell and Homer C. Cooper, Group Differences in Attitudes 
and Votes (Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 1959).
3®In these tables and the other tables in which 
ideological preference is the dependent variable the "N's" 
reflect only ‘the respondents who selected the ideological 
preferences "liberal" and "conservative" in question 2 of 
the questionnaire. Differences in the total number of 
liberals or conservatives between tables reflect the 
failure of individual liberal or conservative respondents 
to reply to particular questions.
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Examinations of the percentage figures in Tables 7,
8, and 9 do not strongly suggest associations between 
ideology and the variables sex, age, and income. Table 7 
reveals that almost two thirds of both the male and female 
respondents were conservatives. There were also no 
clear indications that age was related to conservative 
and liberal orientations to politics. But, if a 
relationship does exist, it could very well be quite 
different from the one that might be expected. Youth and 
political liberalism were not found to be related nor were 
conservatism and more advanced age. The 21-29 year age 
group contained a higher percentage of conservatives than 
any other, and the "over 60" category contained the highest 
percentage of liberals. Table 9 shows that the highest 
income category (above $20,000) contained the highest 
percentage of liberals while the "below $10,000" category 
had the highest percentage of conservatives.
TABLE 7





Conservatism 65% (89) 64% (21)
Liberalism 85% (47) 36% (12)








21-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 Over 60
Conservatism 71% 66% 61% 69% 59%
(17) (27) (31) (25) (10)
Liberalism 29% 34% 39% 31% 41%
( 7) (14) (20) (11) ( 7)
Totals 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
(24) (41) (51) (36) (17)
N=169
TABLE 9












Conservatism 77% 63% 71% 59%
(10) (42) (35) (16)
Liberalism 23% 37% 29% 41%
( 3) (25) (14) (11)
Totals 100% 100% 100% 100%
(13) (67) (49) (27)
N=156
A strong association between race and political 
ideology can be seen in Table 10. If we examine the 
ideological orientations of the two primary racial groups 
we find that more than two-thirds of the white respondents 
are conservatives while slightly more than three-fourths 
of the black respondents are liberals. Although the 
number of black respondents was relatively small, their 
ideological differences with whites seem clear.
TABLE 10





Conservatism 70% (106) 23% ( 3) 0% (0)
Liberalism 30% ( 45) 77% (10) 100% (3)
Totals 100% (151) 100% (13) 100% (3)
N=167
The relationship between the ideological and 
religious preferences of the respondents is examined in 
Table 11. There are no significant differences among the 
Protestants and Catholics as far as their preferences for
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liberalism and conservatism are concerned.37 The most 
striking characteristic of the table is found in the 
"No Religion" column. Among the respondents who profess 
not to have a religious preference liberals outnumber 
conservatives by a ratio of better than four to one.
TABLE 11
IDEOLOGICAL PREFERENCE AS RELATED TO RELIGION
Religion
Ideological
Preference Protestant Catholic Jewish No 1Religion Other
Conservatism 69% (83) 75% (24) 0% (0) 18% ( 2) 20% (1)
Liberalism 31% (37) 25% ( 8) 0% (0) 82% ( 9) 80% (4)
Totals 100% (120) 100% (32) 0% (0) 100% (11) 100% (5)
N=168
3?If the chi-square test is used to determine 
the significance of only the two by two contingency table 
formed by the liberal, conservative, Protestant, and 
Catholic categories the distribution is not found to be 
statistically significant at a high level (d.f.=l; x^-.29; 
p<.70).
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Table 12 suggests the strong possibility of a 
relationship between the section of the country in which 
the respondents were reared and their preference for 
either liberal or conservative ideological orientations. 
Almost three-fourths of the Southerners who selected from 
among these two ideological orientations were self­
perceived conservatives. On the other hand, among the 
faculty members reared outside the South there are slightly 
more liberals than conservatives. Table 12 indicates 
clearly that transplanted Southerners are much more 
likely to be liberals than are faculty members who grew 
up in the South.
TABLE 12
IDEOLOGICAL PREFERENCE AS RELATED TO SECTION OF THE COUNTRY 
WHERE RESPONDENTS WERE REARED
Geographical Area
Ideological
Preference Southern States Outside the South
Conservatism 74% ( 87) 44% (21)
Liberalism 26% ( 31) 56% (27)
Totals 100% (118) 100% (48)
N=166; d.f.=1; x^=13.40; p<.001
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The data in Table 13 indicate the likelihood of 
a relationship between ideology and another residential 
variable. Faculty members who have lived in Louisiana 
only briefly are more likely to be liberals than those 
with a longer period of residence. Better than half of 
the teachers who have lived in Louisiana less than five 
years are liberals, while almost four-fifths of the 
teachers who have lived in the state for more than twenty 
years are conservatives.
TABLE 13




Length of Residence in Louisiana in Years
0-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 Over 20
Conservatism 45% 44% 67% 50% 79%
(15) ( 7) (12) ( 5) (71)
Liberalism 55% 56% 33% 50% 21%
(18) ( 9) ( 6) ( 5) (19)
Totals 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
(33) (16) (18) (10) (90)
N=167; d.f.=4; x2=17 .55; p<.01
A weak association may also exist between political
38ideology and the occupations of the respondents' fathers.
38See Table 14.
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The relationship is almost the opposite from the one that 
is commonly believed to exist within the general population. 
High social class is normally associated with Republican 
voting preferences and with conservative political attitudes. 
However, among Louisiana's college teachers there is a 
greater tendency for the faculty members from families 
where the father was a white collar worker to be liberals 
than was the case in the blue collar categories. Teachers 
with fathers who were professionals, clerical or sales 
workers, and businessmen were more likely to be liberals 
than the offspring of farmers, skilled workers, and 
laborers.
Thus the data in Table 14 suggest, although only 
weakly, that faculty members in Louisiana colleges and 
universities from families of relatively high status are 
more likely to be liberals than are teachers from lower 
status backgrounds. As will be seen in the next section 
of this chapter, this tendency is given further support 
by data which show that graduates of private colleges 
and universities have a greater preference for liberalism 
than teachers who received their educations from public 
institutions.
If it is true that the status of the family in which 
a college teacher was reared is inversely related to 
political conservatism there appears to be little in the 
social science literature that contributes significantly
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to an explanation of the situation. This would seem to be 
a subject which deserves to be investigated much more 
comprehensively than was possible in this study.
Table 15 indicates that respondents from families 
where the father was a Republican or an independent are 
more likely to consider themselves liberals than teachers 
with fathers who were Democrats. This association 
between liberalism and a Republican or independent family 
background might seem at first glance to be unexpected. 
However, as Table 12 demonstrated, respondents who were 
reared outside the South show more of a preference for 
political liberalism than teachers reared in the southern 
states. And it would be expected that respondents from 
outside the one-party South would have greater diversity 
in the party backgrounds of their families.
The strongest association between ideology and 
social or economic background can be seen in Table 16. 
Respondents who were reared in a metropolitan environment 
were much more likely to be political liberals than those 
from smaller communities and rural areas. Three-fourths 
of the teachers reared in a city with a population over 
400,000 were liberals, while more than four-fifths of the 
respondents from communities of less than 2,500 were 
conservatives.
TABLE 14

















Conservatism 71% (25) 57% (8) 76% (31) 68% (23) 50% (16) 60% (6)
Liberalism 29% (10) 43% (6) 24% (10) 32% (11) 50% (16) 40% (4)




IDEOLOGICAL PREFERENCE AS RELATED TO POLITICAL PARTY 




Democratic Republican Independent Other
Conservatism 72% (88) 54% (15) 42% (5) 25% (1)
Liberalism 28% (34) 46% (13) 58% (7) 75% (3)
Totals 100% (122) 100% (28) 100% (12) 100% (4)
N=166
TABLE 16
IDEOLOGICAL PREFERENCE AS RELATED TO 
IN WHICH RESPONDENTS WERE





































N=165; d.f.=4; x2=25.78; p < .001
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Career Characteristics and Political Attitudes. In 
the previous section the association between certain social 
characteristics and political ideology was examined. In 
this section of Chapter II the discussion will continue, 
but with attention directed at more specific types of social 
characteristics— those related more directly to the career 
or professional lives of the respondents.
While general social and economic characteristics 
are very helpful in predicting party identification and 
attitudinal positions of the general public they lose 
much of their predictive power when they are applied to 
the particular population sub-group of college teachers.
As was seen in the previous section, the only social 
characteristics which were associated strongly with 
political attitudes were those which concerned residence—  
the section of the country the respondent was from, the 
population of the community in which he grew up, and 
how long he had lived in Louisiana. The failure of other 
social characteristics to be more strongly associated with 
political attitudes suggests to this writer that the 
hypothesis mentioned in Chapter I that career variables are 
strongly associated with the political attitudes of college 
teachers may be born out.
In Appendix III the results of those parts of the 
questionnaire which sought information about the academic 
or professional sides of the respondents’ lives are
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TABLE 17
IDEOLOGICAL PREFERENCE AS RELATED TO ACADEMIC DISCIPLINE*
Academic Discipline
Ideological
Preference Liberal Natural Vocational
Arts13 Sciences0 Subjects^ Fine Arts
Conservatism 48% (15) 58% (29) 78% (61) 56% (5)
Liberalism 52% (16) 42% (21) 22% (17) 44% (4)
Totals 100% (31) 100% (50) 100% (78) 100% (9)
aThe academic disciplines of the respondents were determined 
from the catalogues of the state colleges and universities. 
When the questionnaires were returned the academic dis­
cipline and university of the respondents were noted before 
the code numbers on the questionnaires were destroyed.
^Social sciences are included.
cAlso includes engineering, mathematics, and architecture.
^Approximately half of the instructors in this category 
are teachers of education and agriculture. Also included 
in this category are teachers of such disciplines as 
library science, nursing, home economics, and military 
science.
N=168; d.f.=3; x2=11.23; p<.02
tabulated. This information has been cross-tabulated 
with liberalism and conservatism. The association between 
political ideology and these career variables is analyzed 
in this section of Chapter II.
Tables 17-25 provide evidence that there are 
significant associations between certain career variables
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and political attitudes among Louisiana's public college 
teachers. The percentage distributions in Table 17 
strongly suggest that liberalism and conservatism are 
associated with the academic disciplines of faculty members. 
We see that teachers in the liberal arts are more likely 
than teachers of other disciplinary areas to think of them­
selves as liberals. In the natural sciences conservatives 
outnumber liberals by a ratio of almost three to two.
Those teachers of academic disciplines which have been 
classified as "vocational subjects" in Table 17 are by far 
the most uniformly conservative of the disciplinary areas. 
Although this category contains teachers of such diverse 
subjects as home economics, library science, and military 
science the teachers are virtually united in their self- 
perceived ideological positions. Approximately four-fifths 
of the teachers in this category are conservatives. The 
small number of teachers of fine arts who were included in 
the sample make it virtually impossible to say anything 
meaningful about their ideological positions.
The most liberal group among teachers of the liberal 
arts are the social scientists. Sixteen of the thirty one 
respondents in the "liberal arts" category in Table 17 
are social scientists and ten of these are liberals. Thus 
approximately 63% of the social scientists are liberals 
as compared to 52% of the broader category.
This is consistent with the findings of Eitzen and 
Maranell.3® There has been little systematic study of the 
reasons for the higher incidence of liberalism among 
social scientists than the other academic disciplines. A
few scholars have speculated that since the social 
sciences require inquiry into areas of traditional beliefs 
they are commonly chosen by people who have already 
experienced a weakening of these beliefs. Another possible 
explanation is the socializing effects of securing an 
education in the social sciences.40 This, however, really 
begs the question of why such a socializing process is 
more productive of liberal attitudes in the social sciences 
than in other academic disciplines.
When the respondents to the survey were asked at what
period in their lives they believed they acquired the 
general political orientations which they now possess, 
those teachers who indicated that the period of graduate 
study was the most important were more likely to be liberals 
than the teachers who selected the other three responses 
in Table 18.41 The period of undergraduate study was the
S. Eitzen and Gary M. Maranell, "The Political 
Party Affiliation of College Professors", Social Forces,
47 (December, 1968), 152.
40Ibid.
41This question is Item 3 in Appendix I.
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second most productive of political liberalism.
TABLE 18
TIME PERIODS WHEN IDEOLOGICAL PREFERENCES WERE ACQUIRED
When Beliefs Were Acquired
Ideological















Conservatism 71% (22) 63% (25) 56% (19) 69% (44)
Liberalism 29% ( 9) 35% (15) 44% (15) 31% (20)
Totals 100% (31) 100% (40) 100% (34) 100% (64)
N=169
Although the differences are not large, it appears 
that the years of college training of Louisiana faculty 
members are more likely to be productive of liberal ideo­
logical outlooks than the periods of time either before or 
afterwards.
The percentages in Table 19 suggest that there is a 
very strong association between occupational mobility and 
ideological position. Among those respondents who are still 
teaching at the college or university where they were first 
employed there are more conservatives than liberals by a 
ratio of about four to one. On the other hand, the more 
mobile of the respondents are divided equally in terms of 
their preferences for the two ideological positions. If
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the reasonable assumption is made that a teacher is more 
likely to take a position at a new college when he considers 
it an advancement in prestige or salary it would seem that 
upwardly mobile faculty members are more likely to be 
liberals than their less mobile colleagues. At least 
this appears to be the case when respondents who have 
changed colleges once or more are compared with those who 
have made no change. An interesting, and unanswered ques-- 




PREFERENCE AS RELATED TO OCCUPATIONAL MOBILITY
Occupational Mobility
Ideological
Preference Have Taught at an Have Not Taught at
Additional School An Additional School
Conservatism 50% (34) 79% (70)
Liberalism 50% (34) 21% (19)
Totals 100% (68) 100% (89)
N-157; d .f .=1; x 2=14.11; p<.001
A slightly different aspect of occupational mobility
is examined in Table 20. The data suggest that those 
teachers who have taught at the institution where they 
are currently employed for more than twenty years are 
more likely to be conservatives than teachers who have
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taught there for lesser periods of time. However, no 
other clear association between length of service and 
ideological position is evident in the table.
TABLE 20
IDEOLOGICAL PREFERENCE AS RELATED TO LENGTH OF TIME 





0-5 5-10 10-15 15-20 Over 20
Conservatismi 62% 71% 56% 67% 82%
(42) (25) (15) (14) (14)
Liberalism 38% 29% 44% 33% 18%
(26) (10) (12) (7) (3)
Totals 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
(68) (35) (27) (21) (17)
N=168
A strong association was found between political 
attitudes and the geographical location of the colleges 
where the respondents received their academic degrees. 
Majorities of the respondents received each of their three 
degrees from Southern schools. However, as can be seen 
in Talbe 21, considerably higher percentages of those 
teachers who received their degrees outside the South are 
liberals than those who received degrees from Southern 
institutions. For example, only about one-fourth of the
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respondents who received their first academic degrees from 
Southern colleges are liberals, while more than three- 
fifths of those respondents who earned the degree outside 
of the South were self-designated liberals. This same 
relationship between political liberalism and education 
outside the South is seen just as clearly with respect 
to the second and third academic degrees.
A somewhat surprising fact is brought out in 
Table 22. Maranell and Eitzen found that faculty members 
at denominational schools tend to lean more toward the 
Republican party than teachers at public supported insti­
tutions.^^ This would seem to indicate that faculties 
of such schools are likely to be more conservative in 
composition than those of public colleges and universities. 
While this study did not examine the political attitudes 
of teachers at denominational or other types of private 
institutions, it did compare the ideological positions of 
teachers who received their education at public and private 
schools. Table 22 shows that teachers who received either 
their first, second, or third degrees at private institu­
tions are more likely to be liberals than those faculty 
members who obtained their educations at public colleges.
A consistent 70% of the graduates of public institutions 
of higher learning expressed a preference for conservatism,
42Eitzen and Maranell, op. cit., p. 150.
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TABLE 21
IDEOLOGICAL PREFERENCE AS RELATED TO THE GEOGRAPHICAL 
LOCATIONS OF THE COLLEGES WHERE THE RESPONDENTS RECEIVED
THEIR ACADEMIC DEGREES
Location of College
South Outside the South
>
First Degree 
Conservatism 74% (89) 38% (15)
Liberalism 26% (32) 62% (24)
Totals 100% (121) 100% (39)
Second Degree 
Conservatism 71% (79) 45% (20)
Liberalism 29% (32) ' 55% (24)
Totals 100% (111) 100% (44)
Third Degree 
Conservatism 80% (33) 46% (17)
Liberalism 20% (8) 54% (20)
Totals 100% (41) 100% (37)
First Degree: N=160; d.f.=l; x 2 = 1 5 .97 ; p<.001
Second Degree: N=155 ; d.f.=1; x2=9.02 ; p <.oi
Third Degree: N=78; d.f.=l; x2=10.07; p<.01
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TABLE 22
IDEOLOGICAL PREFERENCE AS RELATED TO THE TYPE OF INSTITUTION 




Conservatism 7 0 % (83) 49% ( 2 0 )
Liberalism 3 0 % (35) 51% ( 2 1 )
Totals 1 0 0 % (118) 1 0 0 % (41)
Second Degree 
Conservatism 7 0 % (85) 42% (14)
Liberalism 3 0 % (37) 58% (19)
Totals 1 0 0 % ( 1 2 2 ) 1 0 0 % (33)
Third Degree 
Conservatism 7 0 % (48) 13% (1)
Liberalism 3 0 % ( 2 1 ) 88% ( 7 )
Totals 1 0 0 % ( 6 9 ) 1 0 1 % (8)
First Degree: N=159; d.f.=l; x 2 = 6 . 2 2 ;  p < . 0 2
Second Degree: N=155; d.f.=1; x 2 = 8 . 3 6 ;  p < . 0 1
Third Degree: N=77
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while a majority of the recipients of each of the three 
degrees from private institutions were liberals. The 
strength of this relationship can perhaps best be emphasized 
by pointing out that only one of the respondents who 
received his third academic degree from a private institu-* 
tion was a conservative.
In his first scrutiny of the attitudinal differences 
among the teachers who returned the questionnaire this 
writer was struck by the obvious differences between the 
ideological make-up of the teachers at the twelve colleges 
and universities under study. Among the nine predominantly 
white schools, liberal and democratic socialist sentiment 
were clearly stronger at Louisiana State University in 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana State University at New Orleans, 
and the University of Southwestern Louisiana than they 
were at the six other schools. It can be seen in Table 23 
that when the liberals and democratic socialists at these 
three institutions are combined they are almost equal in 
numbers to conservatives. However, at the other 
predominantly white schools conservatives outnumber the 
combination of liberals and democratic socialists by a 
margin of almost four to one. There are clearly consi­
derable differences in political attitudes between the 




COMPARISON OF THE IDEOLOGICAL POSITIONS OF FACULTY MEMBERS 












Conservatism 51% (42) 78% (65) 14% ( 3)
Liberalism 40% (33) 16% (13) 62% (13)
Democratic
Socialism _9% ( 7) _6% ( 5) 24% ( 5)
Totals 100% (82) 100% (83) 100% (21)
N=186; d.f.=4; x 2 = 3 4 .74; p<. 001
Each of the three relatively liberal white insti­
tutions is in south Louisiana. This section of the state 
has a history of supporting liberal candidates for public 
office with more consistency than the northern part of 
the state in recent decades.43 But there are reasons for 
believing that this ideological split between the 
faculties of the state's colleges and universities is not 
just a reflection of the north-south division in Louisiana 
politics. First, other predominantly white institutions 
in south Louisiana (Nicholls State University and McNeese
^3For an examination of the north-south split in 
Louisiana politics see Perry H. Howard, Political Tendencies 
in Louisiana (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press,
1957).
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State University) have faculties with conservative orienta­
tions. Secondly, the north-south division in Louisiana 
state politics coincides with a protestant-catholic division 
in the state, with protestant north Louisiana in recent 
years supporting the more conservative candidates for 
public office and the southern section of the state more 
inclined to support relatively liberal candidates. However, 
as was seen in Table 11, religious differences do not appear 
to be strongly related to the ideological preferences of 
the respondents to this study.44
There were not enough respondents from predominantly 
Black schools in the sample to allow much to be said with 
any confidence about the ideological composition of their 
faculties. But Table 23 does make it clear that support 
for liberal and democratic socialist political positions 
is undoubtedly stronger here than in either of the two 
groups of white schools.
After discussing career or professional factors 
which are strongly associated with liberalism and 
conservatism it is perhaps desirable to mention briefly 
some factors which did not turn out to be clearly related
44This ideological split might also reflect possible 
differences in the recruitment policies of the two 
separate boards governing the Louisiana State University 
system and the remainder of the state's colleges and 
universities. However, this possibility cannot be 
tested with data presently available.
to political attitudes. Despite the evidence presented 
by Maranell and Eitzen in one of their articles,45 the 
academic rank of faculty members in Louisiana does not 
appear to be strongly associated with ideological positions. 
Eitzen and Maranell found that nationally there was a 
trend toward liberalism among teachers in the lower 
academic ranks. For instance, assistant professors were 
more likely to be liberals than teachers with the rank 
of professor. Table 24 shows that among Louisiana teachers 
the two extreme ranks of instructor and professor tend to 
be more conservative than the intermediate positions of 
assistant professor and associate professor. The differ­
ences, however, are small.
When liberals and conservatives were compared 
according to the highest academic degree which they 
possessed, the differences were like-wise not large. 
Respondents with doctorates were slightly more likely to 
be liberals than respondents with bachelors or masters 
degrees.
4®See D. S. Eitzen and Gary M. Maranell, "The Effect 
of Discipline, Region, and Rank on the Political Attitudes 














Conservatism 74% (17) 64% (32) 56% (25) 71% (36)
Liberalism 26% ( 6) 36% (18) 44% (20) 29% (15)
Totals 100% (23) 100% (50) 100% (45) 100% (51)
N=169
TABLE 25




Preference Bachelors Masters Doctorate
Conservatism 75% (6) 70% (49) 60% (54)
Liberalism 25% (2) 30% (21) 40% (36)
Totals 100% (8) 100% (70) 100% (90)
N=168
The information examined in this section indicates 
that any analysis of the political attitudes of college 
teachers can not be content with examining the various 
economic and social characteristics which are commonly 
used in studies of general public opinion. It was found 
that among public college teachers in Louisiana such 
characteristics as age, income, and religion are not 
clearly associated with particular political attitudes.^7 
On the other hand, it seems clear that a number of 
characteristics relating to the career or professional lives 
of teachers are associated with liberalism and conservatism. 
Of course, it remains possible that the relationships found 
between these characteristics and political attitudes are 
only reflections of a more fundamental relationship between 
attitudes and some yet undiscovered economic and social 
variables. But on the basis of the evidence brought out in 
this study, it would seem advisable that future investi­
gations of the political attitudes of college teachers give 
increased attention to the variables which characterize 
college teachers as teachers, and less to other social 
and economic factors.
Summary. The faculty members of Louisiana's four 
year colleges and universities have been found to generally 
favor practically all public policies associated with
47see Tables 8, 9, and 11.
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domestic liberalism in the United States. It has been 
shown in this chapter that as a group the state's teachers 
are in favor of increased governmental activity in policies 
involving public ownership, government regulation of the 
economy, and human welfare. In contrast, it was also 
discovered that they are opposed to practically all 
aspects of United States foreign policy.
The decision mentioned earlier to approach the 
study of political attitudes in two ways appears to have 
been a good one. If the ideological positions of the 
respondents had been analyzed only from the standpoint of 
their public policy positions or their self-designated 
political orientations then the results would have been 
misleading. The use of both of these approaches has helped 
to prevent this. Although faculty members are generally 
liberals in terms of their positions on public issues, it 
was found that most of them do not think of themselves 
as liberals. When asked to choose which of a number of 
alternative terms best described their own political 
orientations almost twice as many respondents chose the 
conservative position than chose the liberal one. It 
was pointed out that many teachers have a split political 
personality. They are ideological conservatives and 
operational liberals.
The most significant differences between liberals 
and conservatives on public policy were found to involve 
racial integration and other issues in the welfare and
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equalitarian issues category. In spite of these differ­
ences, liberal and conservative teachers in Louisiana do 
not occupy positions in opposition to each other on most 
issues. Usually conservatives and liberals are to be found 
on the same "side" of the question. The principal difference 
between them seems to be the greater unity with which 
liberals support increased governmental services.
Conservatives enjoy a considerable plurality over 
liberals among the respondents, but the more conservative 
of the two national parties was found to still be a 
preference of only a relatively small minority of teachers. 
Only about one-fifth of the respondents said that they 
identified with the Republican party, while slightly less 
than one-half said they were Democrats. Even the inde­
pendents outnumbered the Republicans by a considerable 
margin.
An analysis of the relationship between social 
characteristics and political attitudes showed that such 
factors as religion, income, and age were not closely 
associated with liberalism and conservatism. The only 
characteristics which were found to be clearly associated 
with political attitudes were those which involved resi­
dence. Previous residence outside the South and in large 
urban areas were found to be related to a liberal 
ideological orientation.
It was found that occupational or career character­
istics were more likely to be associated with political 
attitudes than more general economic or social variables.
For instance, it was discovered that the academic discipline 
which faculty members teach, their occupational mobility, 
the location of the colleges where they received their 
degrees, the public or private ownership of these schools, 




In this chapter the emphasis shifts from the political 
attitudes and ideologies of Louisiana's college teachers 
to their political behavior. No attempt will be made to 
comprehensively analyze the political activities of the 
state's college teachers. Instead it will focus exclusively 
on a segment of what Lester W. Milbrath has referred to 
as "episodic" political action.48 Episodic, as opposed 
to more or less continuous political activity, occurs only 
at particular time intervals. The most visible episodic 
political behavior is that which is produced by election 
campaigns. Election campaigns, of course, conclude with 
the act of voting. However, they are also productive of 
other types of political activities among the electorate.
Both the voting patterns and other campaign related poli­
tical activities of Louisiana's college teachers are 
examined in this chapter. Although the author does not 
deny the necessity of analyzing continuous, non-campaign 
related political activities before anything definitive 
can be said about the political behavior of college teachers, 
such an examination is beyond the scope of this study.
^^Lester W. Milbrath, Political Participation 
(Chicago: Rand McNally, 1965), p. 11.
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The organization of this chapter has been based to 
a limited extent upon another distinction made by Milbrath. 
Milbrath identifies two groups within the electorate.
Those members of the public who are relatively passive 
politically he calls political "spectators". The political 
activities of spectators are confined primarily to such 
acts as voting and discussing politics with their families, 
friends, and associates. Much more active politically 
are the people whom Milbrath classified as "gladiators".
In addition to voting and informally discussing politics, 
the political gladiators are actively involved in other 
types of political behavior including attendance at party 
caucuses or strategy meetings, soliciting political funds, 
and even on occasions running for office themselves.49
In the first section of this chapter attention will 
be directed to the performance of spectator activities by 
the state's public college teachers in the presidential 
campaigns of 1964 and 1968. Next, the extent to which the 
teachers are engaged in political activities involving a 
higher degree of political participation will be examined. 
These types of political behavior are said by Milbrath to 
be among the characteristics of political gladiators or 
at least those people who are in the transitional stage
49Ibid., p. 18
84
from spectators to gladiators. This author does not 
contend that the questions presented to the respondents 
on their activities in two presidential campaigns are 
sufficient to allow him to confidently classify the 
individual teachers at Louisiana's public colleges as 
spectators or gladiators. However, the author does 
accept Milbrath's contention that the types of political 
participation which are characteristic of spectators and 
gladiators represent different degrees or levels of 
participation and this distinction has been utilized in 
organizing Chapter III.
Although the author did not feel that he could use 
Milbrath's spectator and gladiator terms to characterize 
the respondents to this study, he did use the terms to 
describe two levels of political participation found 
among the respondents. The spectator and gladiator types 
of political behavior referred to in this chapter are 
the campaign related activities which are included within 
the broader use of the terms by Milbrath. Only the 
campaign related varieties of spectator and gladiator 
behavior were examined. So while Milbrath's terms can 
not be used to label the respondents they can and are 
used to differentiate between types of behavior.
Several studies have pointed out that only a small 
minority, consisting of the more politically active segments
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of the population, go beyond the acts of voting and in­
formal discussions in their participation in politics.50 
As will be seen shortly, this is also true for college 
teachers in Louisiana.
Spectator Political' Behavior. The data collected 
by the questionnaire demonstrate clearly that the two 
political activities participated in most frequently by 
college teachers in Louisiana are voting and informal 
political discussions. Tables 26 and 27 show how the 
respondents voted in the presidential elections of 1964 
and 1968.
From Tables 26 and 27 it can be seen that Lyndon 
Johnson and Richard Nixon were the clear choices of the 
state's public college teachers in the elections of 1964 
and 1968 respectively. Johnson had a margin of about nine 
per cent over Goldwater among the respondents in 1964, while 
Nixon led Humphrey by an overwhelming twenty-four per cent 
in the 1968 presidential election. The relative positions 
of the Democratic and Republican candidates in the two 
elections remain approximately the same if only those 
respondents who claim to have voted in 1964 and 1968 are 
used to calculate the percentages. Of those teachers who 
profess to have voted in 1964 Johnson was the choice of 55%,
50in addition to Milbrath, see Robert Dahl, Who 




PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF VOTING PREFERENCES OF LOUISIANA'S 




Other Candidates 1% ( 2)
Did Not Vote 16% (39)
No Response _2% ( 4)
Totals 100% (238)
TABLE 27
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF VOTING PREFERENCES OF LOUISIANA'S





Other Candidates 0% (1)
Did Not Vote 8% (20)
No Response _2% (4)
Totals 99% (238)
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while Barry Goldwater was chosen by 44%. In 1968 the 
percentages were 60% for Richard Nixon and 34% for Hubert 
Humphrey.
It was pointed out in Chapter II that fewer than one
respondent in five (18%) considered himself to be a
Republican. However, the data in Tables 26 and 27 clearly 
show that Republican voting strength is much greater among 
the state's college teachers than the data on party identi­
fication would indicate. Goldwater in 1964 received twice
as large of a vote from Louisiana's college teachers than
the percentage of teachers who identified themselves with 
the Republican party. Nixon in 1968 did even better when 
he received more than three times the vote that he would 
have received if voting had strictly followed party lines.
It seems clear that the "presidential Republicanism" 
which exists among the general electorate of Louisiana and 
other southern states is also characteristic of large 
numbers of the state's college teachers.51 Although only a
C*1
^ T h e  strength of presidential Republicanism in 
Louisiana is evident from the fact that in three of the last 
five elections Republican presidential candidates have 
carried the state (1956, 1964, and 1972). Presidential 
Republicanism in the South and in Louisiana in particular 
is analyzed in V. 0. Key, Jr., Southern Politics in State 
and Nation (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, Inc., 1949*77 
Perry H. Howard, Political Tendencies in Louisiana (Baton 
Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1957); and
William Havard, Rudolf Heberle, and Perry H. Howard, The 
Louisiana Elections of 1960 (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State 
University Press, 1963).
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small percentage of them identify with the Republican 
party, they support Republican candidates in much greater 
numbers in presidential elections.
A number of factors brought out in the data indicate 
that while presidential Republicanism is characteristic of 
a relatively large segment of the teachers in Louisiana's 
colleges and universities, this does not indicate a 
particularly strong tie to conservative candidates or 
conservative public policies. For instance, although 
Barry Goldwater received a majority of about 56% of the 
popular vote in the 1964 election in Louisiana, he was not 
the choice of even a plurality of the state's teachers.
The more moderate Republican, Richard Nixon, fared much 
better among Louisiana's teachers in 1968 than Goldwater 
had four years earlier. Another fact that tends to substan­
tiate this generalization is the generally high level of
support those respondents who are self-perceived conserva-
52tives gave to existing governmental domestic policies.
Thus the voting behavior of the respondents in 1964 and 
1968,as well as their public policy positions, indicate 
that while conservatives outnumber liberals by almost 
two to one, this conservatism is of a rather mild variety 
in terms both of voting behavior and policy preferences.
^>9
See Table 3.
The data in Table lc showed that the respondents 
were evenly divided in their opinions on whether the 
national government should increase its enforcement of 
racial integration. Although there was substantial opposi­
tion to increased integration the respondents did not vote 
in large numbers for the presidential candidate in 1968 
who most vocally opposed the enforcement policies of the 
federal government. George Wallace received the votes of 
only five per cent of Louisiana's college teachers. This 
is considerably less than the 48% which Wallace received 
from the entire electorate of the state. This would seem 
to indicate that the racial segregation issue is not an 
important factor in determining the voting preferences of 
the respondents. It is, of course, possible that some 
respondents chose Nixon over Wallace in the belief that 
Wallace had little chance of being elected, and that 
Nixon's stance on the issue was preferable to that of 
Hubert Humphrey.
It seems clear that many of the respondents are not 
strongly committed to either of the two major political 
parties. The large percentage of teachers who 
declare themselves to be independents (33%),33 as well as 
the fact that a Democratic candidate received a plurality
53See Table 5.
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in 1964 while a Republican candidate received a substantial 
plurality in 1968, are evidence of the general lack of 
strong party loyalty.
Although there is a general tendency to overemphasize 
the frequency with which one votes, the respondents to the 
questionnaire appear to participate in this activity more 
frequently than the public in general. While less than 
two-thirds of the electorate usually vote in presidential 
elections, the frequencies for Louisiana's college teachers 
in 1964 and 1968 were 84% and 91% respectively.54 Studies 
have suggested that a middle class socio-economic position 
and a professional occupation are positively related to 
voter turnout.55 Therefore it is not particularly sur­
prising that the rate of turnout of the state's college 
teachers in presidential elections is relatively high.
When the respondents were asked how frequently they 
vote in local, state and national elections their answers 
again indicated a relatively high rate of participation.
As can be seen in Table 28 over 70% of the teachers replied 
that they vote "practically all of the time". While this
54These figures are slightly higher than the totals 
obtained by adding the percentages in Tables 26 and 27.
This occurred because several respondents refused to dis­
close whom they voted for in 1964 and 1968 but did indicate 
that they voted.
55Among others see Campbell, Converse, Miller, and 
Stokes, loc. cit.
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is a high rate of participation, it is considerably lower 
than the figures for the presidential elections of 1964 and 
1968. Unless these two presidential elections were atypical 
the data in Table 28 would indicate the strong probability 
that, like the public in general, Louisiana's college 
teachers vote less frequently in state and local elections 
than they do in presidential elections.
The second type of spectator political behavior to 
be examined is political discussions. Those teachers 
receiving the questionnaire were asked: "Did you talk to
any people to try to show them why they should vote for 
one of the parties or candidates. The question was 
asked in reference to the presidential elections of 1964 
and 1968. As can be seen in Table 29 about half of the 
respondents indicated that they attempted to convince 
others to vote in a particular manner. As was the case 
with the act of voting itself, more respondents said that 
they participated in this activity during the 1968 
political campaign than in 1964.
The rate of participation by Louisiana's college 
teachers in this particular campaign activity is consi­
derably greater than the rate of participation by the 
public in general. While 47% and 56% of the respondents
See item 9e in the questionnaire.
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TABLE 28
SELF PERCEIVED VOTING FREQUENCY IN NATIONAL, STATE, AND
LOCAL ELECTIONS
Response Percentage Of Respondents
Votes "practically all of 
the time" 71% (169)
Votes "most of the time" 18% (42)
Votes "some of the time" 5% (12)
"hardly ever" votes 5% (12)
No Response _1 % (3)
Totals 100% (238)
TABLE 29
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONDENTS WHO ATTEMPTED TO INFLUENCE THE 
THE VOTES OF OTHERS IN THE CAMPAIGNS OF 1964 AND 1968
Response 1964 1968
Attempted to influence 
the vote of others 47% (112) 56% (133)
Did not attempt to 
influence the vote of others 52% (124) 43% (102)
No response _1% (2) _1% (3)
Totals 100% (238) 100% (238)
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said that they tried to convince others to vote in a 
certain way in the campaigns of 1964 and 1968 respectively) 
the rate of participation by the general public in this 
form of political behavior is usually between 25% and 
30%.57
Gladiator Behavior and Political Activists. The 
three political activities which have been termed forms 
of gladiator political behavior are found in items 9b, 9c, 
and 9d of the questionnaire in Appendix I. The three 
questions used to solicit data on these activities were:
Did you give any money, buy tickets or do anything to 
help campaign for one of the parties or candidates? Did 
you go to any political meetings, rallies, dinners or 
things like that? Did you do any other work for one of 
the parties or candidates? As can be seen in Table 30 
a considerably smaller percentage of the respondents 
indicated that they participated in each of these three 
activities than participated in the acts of voting and 
informally discussing politics with others. The very 
sharp differences in the participation rates of the 
spectator and the gladiator types of political behavior 
would seem to indicate that the respondents themselves 
view them as two fairly distinct levels of political
57Milbrath, op, cit., p. 19.
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TABLE 30
PERCENTAGE OF RESPONDENTS PARTICIPATING IN FIVE TYPES OF
POLITICAL BEHAVIOR




Voting 84% (199) 91% (216)
Attempted to convince 
others how to vote 47% (112) 56% (133)
Gave money, bought 
tickets or participated 
in related campaign 
activities 12% (29) 19% (45)
Attended political 
meetings, rallies, 
dinners or related 
activities 15% (36) 17% (41)
Did other work for 
one of the parties 
or candidates 7% (16) 8% (19)
N=238 N=238
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participation. The percentages of respondents who partici­
pated in any of the three activist types of political 
behavior were less than 20% for each of the two presidential 
campaigns under examination. The number of respondents who 
went beyond the more passive forms of political partici­
pation in 1964 and 1968 were clearly a minority.
The data in Table 30 would not support any effort 
to portray the faculties of Louisiana's public colleges 
as hotbeds of political activism. The political 
activities of most teachers were limited to voting and 
informal political discussions with others. The respon­
dents do appear to participate in the three activist types 
of political behavior at a slightly higher rate than the 
general public, but as a whole they do not constitute a 
group of political activists.
It is possible, however, to identify a minority of 
respondents who, for the purposes of this study, will be 
labeled "activists" to distinguish them from their more 
politically passive colleagues. An effort will be made to 
determine whether the activist faculty members differ 
from their colleagues in any significant way with respect 
to their social, economic, and career b a c k g r o u n d s .58
5®In the next chapter the ideological differences 
between activists and non-activists will also be examined.
When this has been determined it will be possible to make 
at least some tentative conclusions about the forces which 
lead to political activism among college teachers.
. Before examining the differences in the backgrounds 
of activist and non-activist teachers it is necessary first 
to discuss the criteria used for classifying the respon­
dents to this study into these two groups. Any respondent 
who participated in any of the three types of gladiator 
political behavior in either the 1964 or the 1968 
presidential elections has been included in the activist 
classification. All other respondents have been 
classified as non-activists. Using this standard the 238 
respondents were found to be composed of 78 activists 
and 160 non-activists. Thus only 78 teachers (24% of the 
sample) engaged in any political activity other than 
voting and informal political discussions during the two 
presidential campaigns.®® As was seen in Table 30 the 
rate of participation for any single type of gladiator 
behavior was below 20% in both elections.
K Q
As mentioned earlier these three activities are: 
contributing financially to a party or candidate; attending 
political meetings, rallies, dinners, or related activities 
and doing some other type of work for a candidate or 
political party.
®®It might be kept in mind that these 78 repondents 
were activists only in two presidential elections. No 
information was collected and no conclusions can be formed 
about activist behavior in state and local elections.
It might perhaps be legitimately argued that the 
standard used for including teachers in the activist 
category is not strict enough— that it allows the inclusion 
of respondents who are not truly political activists in 
any conventional meaning of the word. However, the term is 
used here only to identify the most politically active 
segment of the population being studied. It is not 
contended that all or even most of the "activists" are 
part of the most politically active segment of the general 
population. In anticipation of the objection that such a 
lenient definition of political activism might obscure 
differences in the economic, social, and career backgrounds 
of the activist and non-activist groups, the backgrounds 
of the twenty-five most politically active teachers were 
examined.61 it was found that these extremely active 
teachers differed hardly at all in their backgrounds from 
the larger group of 78. Therefore, since the rather 
lenient definition of political activism did not obscure 
important differences, it was used to classify the 
respondents as activists and non-activists. Another reason 
for using this standard of activism is that a more strict 
standard would have meant a smaller group of activists and
®lThese are the twenty-five teachers who participated 
in two or more types of "gladiator" activities during the 
campaigns of 1964 and 1968.
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therefore a reduction in the reliability of the data on 
their backgrounds.
In general the data did not reveal a high level of 
association between social, economic, and career variables 
and political behavior. While studies have shown that 
relatively high economic and social status is associated 
with high levels of political participation, the data 
collected here seem to indicate that within a particular 
occupational group status may not be an important variable 
in affecting participation. As was demonstrated earlier, 
the respondents to this study tend to participate in 
politics at a higher level than the general public. Since 
the salaries of college teachers tend to be higher than 
the average for the general public, and since college 
teachers have a higher level of education than the public 
at large, the data would seem to support the often stated 
contention that political participation is associated 
positively with income and education. However, this study 
found that social and economic data are not particularly 
helpful in explaining the differences in political 
participation among Louisiana's college teachers. So 
while such data may be useful in explaining the generally
®^See Gabriel Almond and Sidney Verba, The Civic 
Culture (Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton University Press,
1963).
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high level of participation by the respondents it is not 
especially useful in accounting for individual differences 
among them.
The only variable which was found to be clearly 
associated with political participation was the school 
where the respondents now teach. Although the number of 
respondents from predominantly Black schools is small, 
the data in Table 31 indicate a considerably higher per­
centage of the faculties of these schools (Southern 
University in Baton Rouge, Southern University at New 
Orleans, and Grambling College) are political activists 
than the faculties of predominantly white universities.
The table also shows that the faculties of Louisiana State 
University in Baton Rouge, Louisiana State University at 
New Orleans, and the University of Southwestern Louisiana 
are more active politically than the teachers at the other 
largely white schools of the state. Since the three 
Black schools and these three predominantly white colleges 
were found in Chapter II to have more liberal faculties 
than the other state supported universities in Louisiana, 
the data in Table 31 would lead one to suspect that 
political activism and a liberal ideological orientation 
are positively associated. Data will be analyzed in 
Chapter IV to test the validity of this assumption.
10 0
TABLE 31
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF ACTIVISTS AND NON-ACTIVISTS AT 









Activists 37% (39) 23% (24) 54% (15)
Non-Activists 63% (66) 77% (81) 46% (13)
Totals 100% (105) 100% (105) 1 0 0 %  (28)
N=238; d.f.=2; x 2 = 1 1 . 5 4 ;  p < . 0 1
The college at which the respondents now teach was 
the only one of the social, economic, and career variables 
which was found to be associated with political activism 
at a relatively high level of statistical significance 
(p<.05). If Tables 7-25 in Chapter II are examined, it is 
seen that eleven social, economic, and career variables 
are associated with political ideology at this level of 
statistical significance. Such variables are clearly more 
likely to be useful in predicting the ideological positions 
of Louisiana’s college teachers than they are in predicting 
political activism.
Although only one variable was found to be associated 
with activism, Tables 32-36 indicate the possibility that 
some relationship may exist between activism and age, 
occupational mobility, sex, and the type and location
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of the institutions where the respondents received their 
academic training. While the evidence is not sufficient 
to establish with a high degree of probability the existence 
of such relationships, the data in Tables 32-36 do 
indicate a need for further research.
Table 32 indicates that the more occupationally 
mobile teachers are more likely to be activists than 
teachers who have not taught at a school other than the 
one where they are presently employed. Approximately 40% 
of the professionally mobile teachers are activists while 
only 27% of the other faculty members have participated 
in any form of "gladiator" behavior.
TABLE 32
POLITICAL ACTIVISM AS RELATED TO OCCUPATIONAL MOBILITY
Occupational Mobility
Activism
Have taught at an 
additional school
Have not taught at an 
additional school
Activists 40% (39) 27% (34)
Non-Activists 60% (59) 73% (90)
Totals 100% (98) 100% (124)
N=222
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The possible relationship between age and political 
activism shown in Table 33 was somewhat unexpected. Age 
and sex turned out to be the only economic and social 
variables which are not associated with political ideology 
but which may be associated with the level of political 
participation. While age was shown in Chapter II to be of 
practically no help in predicting whether a teacher was 
an ideological liberal or conservative, it may be slightly 
associated with political activism. Contrary to what 
some might have expected, the younger teachers at the 
state's public institutions of higher learning are not
TABLE 33
POLITICAL ACTIVISM AS RELATED TO AGE
Activism
Age in Years
21-39 30-39 40-49 50-59 Over 60
Activists 30% 26% 44% 24% 35%
(10) (16) (32) (12) (7)
Non-Activists 70% 74% 56% 76% 65%
(23) (46) (40) (38) (13)
Totals 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
(33) (62) (72) (50) (20)
N=237
103
the most activist in orientation. The 40-49 year age 
group has the largest percentage of activists and the 
second largest percentage is found in the oldest age 
category (over 60).
The reasons why there should be a concentration 
of activists in the 40-49 year age group are not clear.
One possible reason might be the effects of the depression 
on this particular group of respondents. The respondents 
in this age group were born between 1922 and 1931 and thus 
many of them grew up during the depression years of the 
1930's. Perhaps the depression was partially responsible 
for the activist orientation of the teachers in this age 
group.63 Whatever the reasons for this, the idea that 
political activism among college teachers tends to be 
concentrated among the younger faculty members is not 
born out in Table 33.
Some studies have found that among the general 
public men are more politically active than women.
63There is no evidence of a similar tendency among 
those teachers in the 50-59 year age category. Since some 
members of this age group also grew up during the depression 
years one might expect a relatively high level of activism 
among these respondents. However, the members of this age 
group are the least activistic of the five categories 
in Table 33.
®^For example, see Milbrath, op cit.; Almond and Verba, 
op cit. ; and Campbell, et al., op cit.
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The data is Table 34 indicate that this is also probably 
true for Louisiana's college teachers. Approximately 
one-fourth of the female respondents are activists as 
compared with more than one-third of the male respondents 
who reported that they participated in one of the forms of 
"gladiator" behavior during the two election campaigns.
Weak relationships may also exist between the level 
of political activity and the types and locations of 
the institutions where the respondents received their 
academic degrees. It was shown in Chapter II that a 
private school education was associated with liberal 
political orientations. There may also be an association, 
although not as strong, between political activism and 
education at a private college or university. Table 35 
indicates that those teachers in Louisiana's colleges who 
received their second academic degree from a private 
institution are more activistic than instructors who earned 
the degree at a public college.
However, this relationship, if it exists, is not 
strong. Like their colleagues who were educated at public 
institutions, less than half of the graduates of private 
colleges were political activists. Before the relationship 
between private education and political activism among 
Louisiana's teachers can be confirmed a more indepth study 








Activists 35% (66) 24% (12)
Non-Activists 65% (122) 76% (38)
Totals 100% (188) 100% (50)
N=238
TABLE 35
POLITICAL ACTIVISM AS RELATED TO 
RESPONDENTS RECEIVED THEIR !





Activists 30% (51) 43% (20)
Non-Activists 70% (117) 57% (27)
Totals 100% (168) 100% (47)
N=215
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Just as an education outside the South tends to 
be associated with a liberal political orientation among 
the state's college teachers, Table 36 indicates that some 
relationship may exist between a non-southern education 
and political activism. Among the respondents who received 
their first and second academic degrees from institutions 
outside the South higher percentages were activists than 
among teachers with degrees from southern schools.
TABLE 36
POLITICAL ACTIVISM AS RELATED TO LOCATION OF INSTITUTIONS 








Non-Activists 69% (120) 58% (29)




Non-Activists 70% (109) 60% (36)




The generally low level of association between 
social-career variables and political activism suggests to 
this writer that an explanation for the differences in poli­
tical activism among college teachers will have to rely 
rather heavily on attitudinal factors. It is, of course, 
possible that social or career variables exist which are 
strongly associated with political activism, but which were 
not discovered by this study. However, the generally lower 
level of association between social-career variables and 
activism as compared to the association between such vari­
ables and ideology, would seem to make it more probable that 
the explanation for differences in activism are to be found 
elsewhere. Although social-career variables may be useful 
in accounting for different rates of political participation 
among a more heterogeneous population, with a few exceptions 
they do not appear to be very useful in explaining activism 
within the occupational group of college teachers.
Future analyses of political activism among college 
teachers might examine the effects of such attitudinal 
factors as a sense of political efficacy, alienation, and 
the level of the respondents’ knowledge about government 
and politics. Another possible explanatory factor might 
be the differences in the levels of political participation 
by the parents of college teachers. It might be that a 
home environment where parents were interested in politics 
and were politically active could be an important factor
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in developing an activist approach to politics in later 
life. In any case, it is clear from the data presented in 
this section of Chapter III that studies of political 
activism among college teachers are going to be more 
difficult than examinations of their ideological positions. 
Before anything can be said with any confidence about the 
reasons for activism more is going to have to be known about 
the attitudinal and psychological characteristics of college 
teachers, and the association between these factors and 
political behavior.
Summary. It was found that the teachers in Louisiana's 
public colleges participate more frequently in "spectator" 
political activities than the general public. In both the 
1964 and 1968 presidential elections relatively high per­
centages of respondents indicated that they voted and also 
discussed the campaigns with other people with the intention 
of attempting to influence their voting preference.
The indications in the previous chapter that as a 
group the state's college teachers are not strongly com­
mitted to either of the two major political parties 
received support from the data analyzed in this chapter.
While Lyndon Johnson was the choice of a plurality of the 
respondents in 1964, the Republican candidate Richard 
Nixon was their overwhelming choice in 1968. The 
Republicans did much better among the state's teachers in
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1968 than they did among Louisiana’s other voters. While 
Nixon received only. 23% of the popular vote in the state, 
he was the choice of 54% of Louisiana's college teachers.
This study does not provide the data necessary to 
determine the basis for the large scale switch of the 
respondents from a Democratic candidate to a Republican 
candidate in the two elections. In all likelihood the 
continuance of the war in Viet Nam was partially responsible. 
However, regardless of the reasons for the change, the 
data do indicate rather clearly that party loyalties among 
Louisiana's college teachers are not strong enough to 
preclude massive swings from the candidates of one political 
party to those of another between presidential elections.
Another point which is suggested by the data on 
the presidential elections of 1964 and 1968 is that the 
conservatism of the respondents is of a rather mild variety. 
This is indicated by the much larger share of the vote 
received by Nixon as compared to what Barry Goldwater 
received four years earlier. Further collaboration for 
this contention can be found in the data in Chapter II 
which showed that self-perceived conservatives were generally 
supportive of the present level of activity by the national 
government with respect to domestic economic and social 
reform programs.
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Only a minority of the respondents (24%) were found 
to have engaged in any form of political activity other 
than voting or informal political discussions during the 
last two presidential campaigns. Although the percentage 
of Louisiana college teachers who participate in activist
or "gladiator" forms of political behavior appears to be
larger than that of the general public, the state’s 
colleges are far from being hot-beds of political activism.
Social and career variables were not found to be as
closely associated with political activism as they were
with political ideology. In contrasting the "activists" 
in the sample with the "non-activists" the only variable 
found to be associated relatively strongly with political 
activism was the school where the respondent teaches.
A more in depth explanation of the different degrees 
of political activism among college teachers will require 
a much closer examination of attitudinal and psychological 
variables. Although an analysis of the possible effects 
of such attitudinal factors as political efficacy and alien­
ation is beyond the scope of this study, the relationship 
between two attitudinal variables (ideology and party 




This chapter will examine the relationships between 
the data presented in Chapters II and III. An effort 
will be made to determine if particular types of political 
behavior are associated with particular political attitudes. 
As was mentioned in the previous chapter there are numerous 
attitudinal variables, such as a sense of political 
efficacy, which this writer suspects are related to the 
political behavior of college teachers. However, this 
study was not able to investigate efficacy or many other 
attitudinal variables that may very well influence 
political behavior. Instead attention will be confined 
in this chapter to the relationships, if any, which exist 
between the political behavior of college teachers and 
two attitudinal variables— self-perceived ideological 
positions and political party identification.
First the relationships between ideology and political 
behavior will be analyzed. The self-perceived ideological 
positions of the respondents as reported in Table 2 will 
be cross-tabulated with the data on political behavior 
contained in the previous chapter. Because there are only 
two ideological groups of any size among the respondents,
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attention will be focused exclusively on the political 
behavior of liberals and conservatives. After examining 
the association of both ideology and party identification 
with political behavior, some comments will be made about 
the relative value of the two attitudinal variables in 
predicting the political behavior of public college teachers 
in Louisiana.66
Ideology and Political Behavior. An extremely 
strong association was found to exist between the ideological 
perceptions of Louisiana's college teachers and their 
voting behavior in the presidential elections of 1964 and 
1968. As can be seen in Tables 37 and 38 liberal and 
conservative teachers were highly divergent in their candi­
date preferences in the two elections.
In each of the two elections conservative faculty 
members overwhelmingly favored the Republican candidate, 
while a large majority of liberals indicated that they 
had voted for the Democratic nominee. In the election of 
1964 conservatives favored the election of Barry Goldwater 
by a margin of three to one while liberals were in favor 
of Johnson by about eight to one.
66As was mentioned in Chapter II party identification 
is an attitudinal variable in this study since it is used 
to indicate which party an individual identifies with, 
rather than his party registration.
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TABLE 37
VOTING PREFERENCES OF LIBERAL AND CONSERVATIVE FACULTY 
MEMBERS IN THE 1964 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION (IN PERCENTAGES)3-
Candidate Preference Conservatives Liberals
Lyndon Johnson 25% (23) 89% (42)
Barry Goldwater 75% (68) 11% (5)
Totals 100% (91) 100% (47)
aOnly liberals and conservatives who actually voted in 
1964 were used in calculating the percentages in this table.
N=138; x 2 = 5 1 . 1 3 ; -  d.f.=l; p<.001
TABLE 38
VOTING PREFERENCES OF LIBERAL AND CONSERVATIVE FACULTY 
MEMBERS IN THE 1968 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION (IN PERCENTAGES)a
Candidate Preference Conservatives Liberals
Hubert Humphrey 6% (6) 78% (38)
Richard Nixon 84% (87) 22% (11)
George Wallace 11% (11) _0% (0)
Totals 101% (104) 100% (49)
aOnly liberals and conservatives who actually voted in 1968 
were used in calculating the percentages in this table.
N=153
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Table 38 provides some indication of why Richard 
Nixon was able to receive the support of a majority of 
faculty members in 1968, while his fellow Republican 
Goldwater was a minority choice among the state's teachers 
in 1964. Richard Nixon ran better among both conservative 
and liberal faculty members than Goldwater had four years 
earlier. The fact that Nixon did better among ideological 
conservatives than Goldwater is supportive of the previous 
contention that faculty conservatism in Louisiana is gener­
ally of a rather mild variety. One possible reason for the 
increase in the Republican vote among liberals from 1964 
to 1968 was dissatisfaction with Democratic handling of the 
Viet Nam war, coupled with the probability that liberals 
found Nixon to be slightly more palatable than Goldwater.
Tables 39, 40, and 41 all indicate that the self­
perceived conservatives among the respondents are more 
likely to vote than are liberals. A larger percentage of 
conservatives than liberals voted in the presidential 
elections of 1964 and 1968; and as can be seen in Table 41, 
the self-perceived level of voter participation was higher 
among conservatives than liberals.
The relatively small differences between the levels 
of voter participation of liberals and conservatives, as 
well as the size of the sample, prevent a positive 
declaration that conservatism is related to voter turnout 
among Louisiana college teachers. Taken individually the 
slightly higher rates of voter participation found among
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conservatives in the three tables are not sufficient to 
permit this conclusion. However, the fact that in each of 
the three tables the conservatives profess to vote more 
often than liberals strongly suggests that ideology is 
related to voter turnout.
TABLE 39
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF LIBERALS AND CONSERVATIVES ON 
THE BASIS OF PARTICIPATION IN THE 1964 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION
Voter Participation Conservatives Liberals
Voted in 1964 85% (93) 80% (47)
Did not vote in 1964 15% (17) 20% (12)





OF LIBERALS AND CONSERVATIVES ON THE 
IN THE 1968 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION
Voter Participation Conservatives Liberals
Voted in 1968 96% (105) 83% (48)
Did not vote in 1968 _4% (4) 17% (10)




PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF LIBERALS AND CONSERVATIVES ON 
THE BASIS OF SELF-PERCEIVED LEVEL OF VOTER PARTICIPATION 
IN LOCAL, STATE, AND NATIONAL ELECTIONS
Voting Frequency Conservatives Liberals
Practically all of the 
time 76% (84) 70% (40)
Most of the time 19% (21) 16% (9)
Some of the time 3% (3) 5% (3)
Hardly ever _2% (2) _9% (5)
Totals 100% (110) 100% (57)
N=167
It was seen earlier that the youngest age group 
does not contain a disproportionate percentage of 
liberals.®7 Therefore, the apparent lower rate of voter 
participation on the part of liberals cannot be explained 
by the disenfranchisement of them by age qualifications 
in 1964 or 1968.
One possible explanatory factor is the higher mobility 
found among liberals. This may have made them more vulner­
able than conservatives to disenfranchisement through 
residency requirements. As was seen in Tables 13 and 19 
liberalism is associated with relatively brief residence in
67See Table 8.
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Louisiana and with teaching experience at at least one 
additional college other than the one where the respondent 
is currently employed. This suggests that it may have 
been more difficult for the liberal respondents to have met 
legal residency requirements than conservatives. Unfor­
tunately the size of the sample was not such to allow a 
comparison to be made with any confidence of the turnout 
rates of liberals and conservatives with similar residency 
patterns.
The data in Tables 39, 40, and 41 suggested a 
higher level of voter turnout among conservatives than 
liberals. However, Tables 42-45 indicate that liberal 
respondents are more politically active than conservatives 
in other forms of political participation. The liberal 
respondents were more likely than their conservative 
colleagues to contribute financially to a political party 
or candidate for public office; to attend political meetings, 
rallies, and dinners; to do some other type of work for a 
political party or candidate; and to discuss politics with 
others in an effort to show them why they should vote for 
a particular candidate or party.
The fact that in each of the eight comparisons made 
in Tables 42-45 liberal respondents were found to parti­
cipate more frequently than conservatives would certainly 
suggest a positive relationship between liberalism and 
political activism among the respondents. However, with
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the exception of the association between liberalism and 
attendance at political meetings, rallies, or dinners 
(Table 43), the relationship between liberalism and 
participation in particular political activities are not 
statistically significant at very high levels.
TABLE 42
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF LIBERALS AND CONSERVATIVES 
ACCORDING TO WHETHER THEY GAVE MONEY, BOUGHT TICKETS,
OR AIDED ONE OF THE CANDIDATES OR PARTIES IN ANY SIM­




9% (10) 17% (10)
Did not contribute 91% (100) 0° (49)
Totals 100% (110) 100% (59)
Did contribute
1968
17% (18) 26% (15)
Did not contribute 00 lw (91) 74% (43)
Totals 100% (109) 100% (58)




PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF LIBERALS AND CONSERVATIVES ON 
THE BASIS OF WHETHER THEY ATTENDED POLITICAL MEETINGS, 
RALLIES, DINNERS, AND SIMILAR EVENTS IN THE PRESIDENTIAL 




9% (10) 22% (13)
Did not attend 91% (100) 78% (46)
Totals 100% (HO) 100% (59)
Did attend
1968
10% ( I D 29% (17)
Did not attend 90% (98) 71% (41)
Totals 100% (109) 100% (58)
1964 election: 
19>68 election:
N=169; x 2 = 5  
N=167; x 2 = 9
.47; d. 
.99; d.
f.=l; p < .02 
f.=l; ptf.01
TABLE 44
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF 
THE BASIS OF WHETHER THEY : 
THE PARTIES OR CANDIDATES
OF 1964
LIBERALS AND CONSERVATIVES ON 
DID ANY OTHER WORK FOR ONE OF 





4% (4) 10% (6)
Did not do other work 96% (106) 90% (53)





Did other work 4% (4) 16% (9)
Did not do other work 96% (106) 84% (48)
Totals 100% (110) 100% (57)
1964 election: N=169 
1968 election: N=167
TABLE 45
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF LIBERALS AND CONSERVATIVES ON 
THE BASIS OF WHETHER THEY TALKED WITH OTHERS IN AN EFFORT 




Talked with others 41% (45) 56% (33)
Did not talk with others 59% (65) 44% (26)
Totals 100% (110) 100% (59)
1968
Talked with others 52% (57) 63% (37)
Did not talk with others 48% (53) 37% (22) '
Totals 100% (110) 100% (59)
1964 election: N=169 
1968 election: N=169
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The data in the previous four tables suggest but do 
not clearly confirm the existence of a relationship between 
liberalism and an activist political orientation among 
Louisiana's college teachers. In order to obtain further 
confirmation of this possible relationship a comparison 
was made of the ideological positions of those respondents 
who in the previous chapter were classified as political 
activists and those classified as non-activists. The 
results of this comparison may be seen in Table 46.
The data in Table 46 appear to indicate a relationship 
between liberalism and political activism. Liberals are 
almost twice as likely as conservatives to fit the 
definition of political activist presented in the previous 
chapter. Almost half the liberals are activists while 
only about one-fourth of the conservatives can be classi­
fied as political activists.
This finding perhaps explains at least partially 
why university faculties seem to have a reputation of being 
more liberal than they really are. The data in Table 46 
demonstrate clearly that liberal college teachers in 
Louisiana are much more likely than conservatives to 
become involved in political campaigns in some way other 
than just voting. While conservative faculty members 
outnumber their liberal colleagues by almost two to one 
in the state, the political activists among the faculty 
members are almost evenly divided between liberalism and
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TABLE 46
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF LIBERALS AND CONSERVATIVES ON 
THE BASIS OF POLITICAL ACTIVISM
Level of participation Conservatives Liberals
Activists 26% (29) 47% (28)
Non-activists 74% (81) 53% (31)
Totals 100% (110) 100% (59)
N=169; x 2 = 7 . 6 2 ;  d . f . = l ;  p<.01
conservatism in their ideological preferences. If the 
not unreasonable assumption is made that the political 
views of the activist teachers are more likely to be 
visible to the general public than those of less active 
teachers, then the ideological complexions of college 
faculties are likely at first glance to appear to be 
further to the left than is actually the case.
It has been demonstrated that political ideology 
is strongly related to voting behavior and to other forms 
of political activity by Louisiana's public college 
teachers. Next, the relationship between party identifi­
cation and political behavior will be analyzed and some 
comments will be made about the relative predictive capaci­
ties of ideology and party identification as guides to 
political behavior.
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Party Identification and Political Behavior. It 
was seen in the previous section of this chapter that a 
close relationship existed between the ideological orien­
tation of the respondents and their voting behavior in 
the last two presidential elections. Tables 47 and 48 
show that party identification is also associated with the 
voting preferences of Louisiana's college teachers in these 
two elections.
The Republican respondents demonstrated the highest 
degree of party loyalty in 1964 and 1968. In both elections 
a higher percentage of Republicans than Democrats voted 
for the presidential candidates of their party. In 1964 
approximately 80% of the Republicans voted for the Repub­
lican candidate Barry Goldwater. In comparison, only 
70% of the Democrats voted for the Democratic candidate 
Lyndon Johnson. In 1968 the greater party loyalty of 
Republican teachers was even more clearly demonstrated.
An overwhelming 97% of the Republican respondents voted 
for the Republican presidential candidate, while only 
58% of the Democratic teachers supported the candidate of 
their party.
The much greater loyalty of Republican teachers 
to their party's candidates is probably partially explain­
able by the greater ideological homogeneity among teachers 
who identify with the Republican party. It was seen in
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TABLE 47
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE VOTES CAST BY REPUBLICAN, 
DEMOCRATIC, AND INDEPENDENT RESPONDENTS IN 1964a
Party Identification of Respondents
Candidates
Republicans Democrats Independents
Johnson 20% (7) 70% (62) 51% (33)
Goldwater 80% (28) 30% (26) 49% (32)
Totals 100% (35) 100% (88) 100% (65)
aOnly respondents who voted for candidates of the two 
major political parties were used in calculating the per- 
centages„in this table.
N=188; x =25.78; d.f.=2; p<.001
TABLE 48
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF THE VOTES CAST BY 
DEMOCRATIC, AND INDEPENDENT RESPONDENTS
REPUBLICAN, 
IN 1968a
Party Identification of Respondents
Candidates
Republicans Democrats Independents
Humphrey 3% (1) 58% (52) 26% (18)
Nixon 97% (39) 42% (37) 74% (50)
Totals 100% (40) 100% (89) 100% (68)
aOnly respondents who voted for candidates of the two major 
political parties were used in calculating the percentages 
in this table.
N=197; x =41.92; d.f.=2; p<.001
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Table 6 in Chapter II that the teachers who thought of 
themselves as Republicans were almost unanimously ideo­
logical conservatives. Democrats, on the other hand, 
were split evenly between self-perceived conservatives 
and liberals. This large number of conservative Demo­
crats is undoubtedly one of the primary reasons why 
Republican presidential candidates are able to make 
significant inroads into the Democratic vote.
It was pointed out earlier that Republican voting 
strength was considerably greater among Louisiana's college 
teachers than the party identification figures would in­
dicate. In addition to the sizable percentages of Demo­
crats who voted for Republican candidates in 1964 and 
1968 (30% in 1964 and 42% in 1968) Republican candidates 
also received healthy percentages of the votes of those 
respondents who classify themselves as independents.
Tables 47 and 48 show that the independent vote was split 
almost evenly between Goldwater and Johnson in 1964, but 
in 1968 Richard Nixon received the support of three-fourths 
of the independents.
Despite the high level of association between party 
identification and voting behavior among the respondents 
as seen in the two previous tables, party identification 
does not appear to be as effective a device for predicting 
voting behavior as ideological orientation. The tendency 
of large numbers of Democrats to vote Republican and the
126
fluidity of the independent vote make party identification 
a less reliable guide to voting preference than ideology. 
Therefore, although both the ideological position and the 
party identification of Louisiana's college teachers have 
been found to be associated with voting behavior, ideology, 
would appear to be the most valuable of the two variables 
in forecasting faculty voting behavior in presidential 
elections.
It was suggested in the first section of this 
chapter that a weak relationship might exist between 
ideology and the level of voter turnout. Whether or not 
this relationship exists, no similar association was found 
between party identification and voter turnout in the data 
presented in Tables 49, 50, and 51, The level of turnout 
among Democratic respondents was slightly higher than that 
for Republicans in the 1964 presidential election, but in 
1968 the situation was reversed with a slightly higher 
percentage of Republicans coming to the polls on election 
day.
Although the data do not indicate any clear relation­
ship between party identification and the level of voter 
participation, one unexpected fact is brought out by the 
three tables. The rate of voter participation among 
respondents who classified themselves as independents does 
not seem to differ significantly from the rate of parti­
cipation of teachers who identify with the two major 
political parties. Numerous studies have pointed out that
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people within the general population who consider them­
selves to be independents tend to have less knowledge about 
politics and to be less involved in it than those people who 
identify with either the Republican or Democratic parties.®** 
While this may be true of the general population, it is not 
true for the population sub-group which is the subject of 
this study. Independents who teach in Louisiana's public 
colleges vote about as frequently as their colleagues who 
are Republicans or Democrats. As will be seen shortly, in­
dependents also participate in other forms of political 
activity at rates which are comparable with those of 
political party members.
TABLE 49
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF REPUBLICANS, DEMOCRATS, AND 
INDEPENDENTS ON THE BASIS OF VOTER PARTICIPATION IN THE 
1964 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION
Party Identification of Respondents
Voter Participation
Republicans Democrats Independents
Voted in 1964 81% (35) 85% (88) 83% (65)
Did not vote in 1964 19% (8) 15% (15) 17% (13)
Totals 100% (43) 100% (103) 100% (78)
N=224
®**In particular see Campbell, Converse, Miller, and 
Stokes, op cit., Chapter 5.
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TABLE 50
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF REPUBLICANS, DEMOCRATS, AND 
INDEPENDENTS ON THE BASIS OF VOTER PARTICIPATION IN THE 
1968 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION
Party Identification of Respondents
Voter Participation
Republicans Democrats Independents
Voted in 1968 95% (39) 91% (95) 93% (71)
Did not vote in 1968 _5% (2) _9% (9) _7% (5)
Totals 100% (41) 100% (104) 100% (76)
N=221
TABLE 51
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF REPUBLICANS, DEMOCRATS, AND 
INDEPENDENTS ON THE BASIS OF SELF-PERCEIVED LEVEL OF 
VOTER PARTICIPATION IN LOCAL, STATE, AND NATIONAL ELECTIONS
Voter Frequency
Party Identification of Respondents
Republican Democrats Independents
Practically all the 
time 65% (28) 76% (80) 73% (56)
Most of the time 26% (11) 16% (17) 17% (13)
Some of the time 5% (2) 4% (4) 6% (5)
Hardly ever _5% (2) _4% (4) _4% (3)
Totals 100% (43) 100% (105) 100% (77)
N=225
At the present we can only speculate on the reason 
why the independents in this study do not behave in the 
manner generally expected of those people who do not have 
strong political party identifications. Perhaps one 
reason for the relatively high rate of participation 
among independents may be found in the one-party system of 
Louisiana. It could be that some respondents are unwilling 
to associate themselves with the Democratic party because 
their ideological predispositions differ from the orien­
tation of the national party, but they also feel the tradi­
tional Southern distrust of the Republican party. If 
this is the case, it has meant that independents have not 
become inactive politically, but only that they have 
become very fluid in terms of which parties and candidates 
they will support. It was seen earlier that independents 
among the state's college teachers are capable of making 
massive swings from one political party to another between 
elections.
Tables 52-55 compare the participation rates of 
Republicans, Democrats, and Independents in four other 
areas of political activity. The data indicate that 
generally Democrats tend to be more active politically 
than Republicans. The differences, however, are quite
®^For example, Tables 47 and 48 show that the Demo­
cratic share of the independent vote declined from 51% 
to 26% between 1964 and 1968.
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small. The differences in the levels of behavior found 
between conservatives and liberals are generally larger 
than those between Democrats and Republicans. These four 
tables continue to show a surprisingly high level of 
political activity by independents. The independents tend 
to be only slightly less active than Democratic faculty 
members.
TABLE 52
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF REPUBLICANS, DEMOCRATS, AND 
INDEPENDENTS ACCORDING TO WHETHER THEY GAVE MONEY, BOUGHT 
TICKETS OR AIDED ONE OF THE CANDIDATES OR PARTIES IN ANY 
SIMILAR WAY IN THE PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGNS OF 1964 AND 1968




Did contribute 12% (5) 15% (16) 10% (8)
Did not contribute 88% (38) 85% (89) 90% (70)
Totals 100% (43) 100% (105) 100% (78)
1968
Did contribute 26% (11) 22% (23) 14% (11)
Did not contribute 74% (31) 78% (81) 86% (66)





PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF REPUBLICANS, DEMOCRATS, AND 
INDEPENDENTS ACCORDING TO WHETHER THEY ATTENDED POLITICAL 
MEETINGS, RALLIES, DINNERS, AND SIMILAR EVENTS IN THE 
PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGNS OF 1964 AND 1968





(4) 20% (21) 12% (9)
Did not attend 91% (39) 80% (85) 88% (69)
Totals 100% (43) 100% (106) 100% (78)
Did attend 7%
1968
(3) 24% (25) 15% (12)
Did not attend 93% (39) 76% (80) 85% (66)




N=225; x =6 . 19; d.f.=2; PC- 05
TABLE 54
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF REPUBLICANS, DEMOCRATS, AND 
INDEPENDENTS ACCORDING TO WHETHER THEY DID ANY OTHER WORK 
FOR ONE OF THE PARTIES OR CANDIDATES IN THE PRESIDENTIAL 
CAMPAIGNS OF 1964 AND 1968




Did other work 5% (2) 10% (11) 3% (2)
Did not do other work 95% (41) 90% (95) 97% (76)
Totals 100% (43) 100% (106) 100% (78)
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TABLE 54— Continued
Party Identification of the Respondents 
Participation______ ____________________________________________
Republicans Democrats Independents
Did other work 3%
1968
(1) 15% (16) 3% (2)
Did not do other work 97% (42) 85% (88) 97% (76)
Totals 100% (43) 100% (104) 100% (78)
1964 election: N=227 
1968 election: N=225
TABLE 55
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF DEMOCRATS, REPUBLICANS AND 
INDEPENDENTS ACCORDING TO WHETHER THEY TALKED WITH OTHERS 
IN AN EFFORT TO INFLUENCE THEIR VOTES IN THE PRESIDENTIAL 
CAMPAIGNS OF 1964 AND 1968




Talked with others 37% (16) 53% (56) 46% (36)
Did not talk with
others 63% (27) 47% (49) 54% (42)
Totals 100% (43) 100% (105) 100% (78)
TABLE 55— Continued
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51% (22) 63% (66) 53% (41)
Did not talk with
others 49% (21) 37% (39) 47% (37)
Totals 100% (43) 100% (105) 100% (78)
1964 election: N=226 
1968 election: N=226
In both 1964 and 1968 a larger percentage of Demo­
crats than Republicans attended political meetings, rallies, 
and dinners; did some type of work for their party or its 
candidates; and talked with others in an effort to 
influence their votes. A slightly higher percentage of 
Democrats also indicated that they made some sort of 
financial contribution to a political party or candidate 
in the 1964 election. The four tables provide only one 
instance in which Republican faculty members participated 
at a higher rate than their Democratic colleagues. In 
the 1968 presidential campaign a slightly higher percentage 
of Republicans were financial contributors than were the 
Democrats.
As can be seen from the percentage distributions 
in Tables 52-55 party identification is not strongly 
associated with the four political activities analyzed.
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The closest association is seen in Table 53. In 1968 
Democrats were more than three times as likely as Repub­
licans to attend political meetings, rallies, dinners, 
and similar events. Of the four types of political 
behavior other than voting which were analyzed, this 
variable involving attendance at some type of political 
meeting or event is the most strongly associated with 
political attitudes. It was found to be the most closely 
associated with both ideology and party identification.
The data analyzed to this point seem to indicate 
that political ideology is more clearly related to the level 
of political activity of college teachers than is poli­
tical party identification. Both ideology and party iden­
tification were found to be related to voting behavior, 
but ideology appears to be more closely associated with 
other forms of political activity.
The evidence for the contention that there is a 
closer association between political activity and ideology 
is strengthened further by the data in Table 56. In this 
table the Republican, Democratic, and Independent respon­
dents were classified as activists or non-activists using 
the criteria discussed earlier. Approximately the same 
percentages of Republicans and Democrats are political 
activists. However, as might be expected from the 
analysis of earlier data, the Democrats do have a slightly 
higher percentage of activists than the Republicans.
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The weak relationship between party identification and 
activism stands in contrast to the strong association 
between political ideology and activism suggested by the 
percentages in Table 46.
Therefore it would appear that political ideology 
is generally a more important key to the level of political 
activity of college teachers in Louisiana than is party 
identification. Both variables are quite useful in pre­
dicting voting behavior, but for an investigation of other 
types of political behavior ideology seems to be the more 
important variable.
TABLE 56
PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF DEMOCRATS, REPUBLICANS, AND 
INDEPENDENTS ON THE BASIS OF POLITICAL ACTIVISM
Level of
Party Identification of Respondents
Participation
Republicans Democrats Independents
Activists 35% (15) 38% (40) 27% (21)
Non-activists 65% (28) 62% (66) 73% (58)
Totals 100% (43) 100% (106) 100% (79)
N=228
Summary. It was found in Chapter IV that certain 
political attitudes were associated with the voting 
behavior of the teachers in Louisiana's four-year public 
colleges. A liberal ideological orientation was found to
be related to Democratic voting preferences, while a 
conservative orientation was associated with a preference 
for Republican candidates. Similarly, party identification 
was found to be associated with voting behavior, with 
large majorities of Republican and Democratic respondents 
voting for the presidential candidates of their parties. 
However, Republicans, on the basis of their voting behavior, 
seem to have a greater sense of party identification than 
Democrats. Although there was not sufficient data to con­
firm the hypothesis, it was suggested that the greater 
party loyalty of Republican faculty members could be a 
reflection of their greater ideological homogeneity.
Unlike the Democrats who are split almost evenly between 
liberals and conservatives, Republican faculty members 
are almost unanimously conservative in orientation.
While both ideology and party identification are 
related to voting behavior, the value of one of these 
variables as a predictive device declines considerably 
when other forms of political behavior are taken into 
account. Ideology was found to be related to other types 
of political activity more frequently than was party 
identification. A liberal political orientation was 
closely associated with an activist approach to politics 
among the college teachers responding to this survey.
This is at least a partial explanation of why college 
faculties appear to have gained a reputation among the
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general public for a more liberal political orientation than 
the actual ideological composition of the faculties would 
probably justify. The more activist faculty members are 
more likely to be highly visible to the public and to be 
to the left of center ideologically.
CHAPTER V
CONCLUSIONS
This study has produced evidence which tends to 
substantiate and to contradict some of the low level 
generalizations that have been made by scholars about the 
political attitudes and behavior of college faculties.
Conrad Joyner's contention that differences in political 
attitudes among college teachers tend to coincide with 
the academic divisions within universities was found to 
be applicable to public college teachers in Louisiana.^® 
Teachers in the liberal arts disciplines are much more 
likely to be liberals than teachers of more vocationally 
oriented disciplines. Maranell and Eitzen's belief that 
the academic rank of faculty members is associated with 
political attitudes was also tested.71 No evidence was 
produced by this study indicating that academic rank was 
significantly related to political attitudes. In addition 
to providing data relevant to generalizations made by 
other scholars this study also, and more importantly, has 
presented a general profile of the political attitudes and 
behavior of Louisiana's college teachers; suggested possible
^Joyner, loc cit.
^Maranell and Eitzen, loc cit.
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lay
relationships between attitudes and behavior; and pointed 
out areas requiring additional research.
The responses of the faculty members to the twenty- 
five public policy items in Chapter II indicate strongly 
that as a group the respondents support the present level 
of domestic activity by the national government and are 
not strongly opposed to increased activity in many policy 
areas. Although approximately one-half of the respondents 
were self-perceived conservatives, the conservatives for 
the most part were in basic agreement with their liberal 
colleagues that at least the present level of governmental 
regulation of the economy and provision of social services 
should continue. The policy preferences of conservatives 
indicate that Free and Cantril's contention that many 
conservatives are "operational liberals" is applicable 
here.
This attitude of toleration toward economic regulation 
and the welfare state found among conservative faculty 
members is perhaps reflected in their voting preferences 
in the elections of 1964 and 1968. While self-perceived 
conservatives outnumbered liberals by almost two to one, 
the conservative candidate Barry Goldwater, with his call 
for a dismantling of some governmental domestic programs, 
was not the choice of a plurality of the respondents.
^ F r e e  and Cantril, loc cit.
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On the other hand, Richard Nixon was a clear winner among 
the respondents in 1968. The fact that Nixon received more 
support even among self-perceived conservatives than did 
Goldwater, suggests the rather moderate nature of much 
of this faculty conservatism.
Although the respondents showed a willingness to 
vote for Republican candidates in substantial numbers, less 
than one teacher in five identifies with the Republican 
party. Slightly less than half of the respondents identify 
with the Democratic party and about one-third consider 
themselves independents.
The author's hypothesis that certain variables asso­
ciated with the professional lives of college teachers 
are related to political attitudes would seem to be 
confirmed. It was seen that occupational mobility, an 
academic degree from a college outside the South, and an 
academic degree from a private college were all associated 
positively with liberalism. The respondents were also 
more likely to be liberals if they taught at either of 
two branches of Louisiana State University or the 
University of Southwestern Louisiana than if they taught 
at one of the other predominantly white schools in the 
state. In addition, one other variable, academic disci­
pline, was found to be related strongly to political
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ideology.73 The strong association between several career 
variables and political ideology stands in marked contrast 
with the lack of relationship found between most social and 
economic variables and political attitudes. While such 
variables as income, age, and religion are associated 
with variations in political attitudes among the general 
public they are not related strongly to the political 
attitudes of Louisiana's college teachers.
The examination of the political behavior of the 
respondents showed them to be more active politically than 
the general public both in terms of voting and their 
participation in other campaign related activities. How­
ever, this does not mean that Louisiana college faculties 
have an activist approach to politics. Three-fourths of 
the respondents indicated that their participation in the 
last two presidential elections was limited to voting and 
informal discussions of politics with others. Only 24% of 
the teachers went beyond these two low level types of 
political involvement.
The state's college teachers appear to be rather 
fluid in their candidate and party preferences. The 
Democratic candidate Lyndon Johnson was their choice in 
1964, but four years later they preferred Richard Nixon by 
an overwhelming margin.
73See Table 18.
The minority of respondents who participated in the 
1964 and 1968 campaigns in some way other than voting and 
informal discussions were labeled "activists". Except for 
the fact that the activists tended to be concentrated in 
six colleges (Louisiana State University in Baton Rouge, 
Louisiana State University at New Orleans, Southern 
University in Baton Rouge, Southern University in New 
Orleans, the University of Southwestern Louisiana, and 
Granbling College) the activists and the non-activists did 
not show any important differences in their economic, 
social, and professional backgrounds. The failure of these 
variables to be related to political activism suggests 
that activist political behavior among the respondents might 
be associated with attitudinal differences among them; and 
this was one of the subjects analyzed in Chapter IV, where 
the relationship between political behavior and political 
attitudes was examined.
There are, no doubt, numerous attitudinal variables 
which would be useful in explaining the different levels 
of political involvement found among the respondents.
Such concepts as political efficacy and alienation, had 
they been investigated, might have proved very valuable. 
However, this study was only able to examine the association 
between two attitudinal variables (ideology and party 
identification) and political behavior. Both proved to 
be related to the respondents' voting preferences in the 
1964 and 1968 elections.
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Party identification did not prove to be clearly 
associated with any political behavior pattern other than 
voting preferences and a tendency for Democrats to be 
more likely than Republicans to attend political meetings, 
rallies and dinners. There was no substantial difference 
between Republicans and Democrats with respect to the 
percentage of activists found within each.
With one exception, political ideology was also not 
found to be strongly related to the tendency of the respon­
dents to engage in particular types of activist behavior. 
The single exception was the same kind of behavior found 
to be associated with Democratic party affiliation—  
attendance at political meetings, rallies and dinners. 
Liberals were more likely than conservatives to attend such 
events. While ideology was not strongly associated with 
particular types of activist behavior, it was demonstrated 
in Table 46 to be strongly associated with activism in 
general. It was seen that liberals were almost twice as 
likely as conservatives to have engaged in some type of 
activist behavior in the two elections of 1964 and 1968.
The results of this study prompt the author to make 
three suggestions in regard to future investigations of 
faculty political attitudes and behavior. First, examin­
ations of political attitudes should probably give more 
attention to the possible influence of variables relating
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to the professional careers of college teachers. In 
addition to the career variables utilized in this study, 
it would be interesting to determine if ideology and 
political activism are related to such variables as the 
size of a college and the teaching loads of faculty mem­
bers. It would also be helpful to be able to make compari­
sons between the faculties of public and private institu­
tions. Career variables seem generally to be more useful 
in accounting for attitudinal differences than more 
common economic and social variables.
Secondly the only type of social variable which 
seems to be strongly related to political ideology involves 
place of residence. Both previous residence outside the 
South and previous residence in a large city are associated 
with liberalism. However, the size of the sample did not 
permit the author to determine if the two variables had 
an influence independent of each other. (The data suggest 
mildly that they did.) The size of the sample also did 
not permit several other efforts to more carefully isolate 
the independent relationship of economic and social 
variables with ideology and behavior. This is a task which 
needs to be done.
Thirdly, the data analyzed in Chapter IV suggest 
that the degree of political activism found among college 
teachers is more a function of attitudinal factors than
of economic, social, or career variables. Therefore other 
studies of political activism among college teachers could 
profitably devote some effort to a search for additional 
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QUESTIONNAIRE
1. Please indicate by placing a check mark by the appro­
priate answer whether you believe national government 
support for the following issues should be increased, 
decreased or remain the same.





















b. Public Control of Atomic Energy
c. Level of Farm Price Supports
d. Government Regulation of Business
e. Regulation of Public Utilities
f . Enforcement of Anti-Monopoly Laws
g. Regulation of Trade Unions
h. Level of Tariffs
i . Restrictions on Credit
j • Federal Aid to Education
k. Slum Clearance and Public Housing
1 . Social Security Benefits
m. Minimum Wages
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o . Immigration into the United States
P- Corporate Income Tax
q. Tax on Large Incomes
r . Tax on Business
s. Tax on Middle Incomes
t . Tax on Small Incomes
u. Reliance on United Nations




y- America's Military Effort in Viet Nam
Place a check mark beside the appropriate answer to each of 
the following questions.
2. Which of the following best characterizes your political 
orientation?
( ) conservative 
( ) liberal
( ) democratic socialist 
( ) libertarian 
( ) new left
( ) other (please specify) ______________________________
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3. At what point in your life do you believe you acquired 
the general political beliefs that you now possess?
( ) prior to graduation from high school 
( ) as a college undergraduate 
( ) as a graduate student 
( ) after beginning your teaching career
4. Do you generally consider yourself to be a:
( ) Republican 
( ) Democrat 
( ) Independent
( ) Other (please specify) ________________________________
5. Do you mind telling me whom you voted for in 1964?
( ) Johnson 
( ) Goldwater
( ) Other (please specify) ________________________________
( ) Did not vote
6. Whom did you vote for in 1968?
( ) Humphrey 
( ) Nixon 
( ) Wallace
( ) Other (please specify) ________________________________
7. If you voted in the 1964 presidential election which of 
the following was the most important factor in deter­
mining your choice?
( ) the party affiliation of the candidates 
( ) the policy preferences of the candidates or parties 
( ) the personal characteristics of the candidates 
( ) other (please specify) _____________________________ _
8. If you voted in the 1968 presidential election which of 
the following was the most important factor in deter­
mining your choice?
( ) the party affiliation of the candidates 
( ) the policy preferences of the candidates or parties 
( ) the personal.characteristics of the candidates 
( ) other (please specify) ______________________________ _
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9. Please indicate if you participated in any of the 
following activities prior to the presidential elections 
of 1964 and 1968.
a. Did you vote?
1964
( ) yes 
( ) no 
1968 
( ) yes 
( ) no
b. Did you give any money, buy tickets or do anything
to help campaign for one of the parties or candi-.
dates?
1964 
( ) yes 
( ) no 
1968 
( ) yes 
( ) no
c. Did you go to any political meetings, rallies,
dinners or things like that?
1964 
( ) yes 
( ) no 
1968 
( ) yes 
( ) no
d. Did you do any other work for one of the parties 
or candidates?
1964 
( ) 'yes 
( ) no 
1968 
( ) yes 
( ) no
e. Did you talk to any people to try to show them why 
they should vote for one of the parties or candi­
dates?
1964 
( ) yes 
( ) no 
1968 
( ) yes 
( ) no
10. How frequently do you vote in local, state and national 
elections?
( ) practically all of the time 
( ) most of the time 
( ) some of the time 
( ) hardly ever
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11. Have you ever been a candidate for public office? If 
your answer is yes, please indicate the title of the 
office or offices.
12. Have you ever been appointed to any governmental office? 
If yes, please indicate the title of the office or 
offices.
13. Briefly,,how would you summarize your general political 
orientation or ideology?
In order to make the answers which you have given more 
meaningful, and in order to provide some means of comparing 
your answers with those of others, we would like to have 
some personal information about you. None of this, of 
course, will be connected with your name in any way.




( ) 21-29 
( ) 30-39 
( ) 40-49 
( ) 50-59 
( ) Over 60
16. Race:
( ) White 
( ) Negro 
( ) Other
17. Educational background: Year
Received
Institutions attended Major Subject Degree Degree
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18. What is your current academic rank?
( ) Professor
( ) Associate Professor 
( ) Assistant Professor 
( ) Instructor
( ) Other (please specify) _______________________________
19. What is your religious affiliation?
( ) Catholic
( ) Protestant 
( ) Jewish 
( ) None
( ) Other (please specify) ________________________________
20. In what part of the nation did you grow up?
( ) South
( ) Northeast 
( ) Midwest 
( ) Border states 
( ) West
( ) Foreign country
21. What is your approximate annual income? _________________
22. What was your father's political party affiliation?
( ) Democrat
( ) Republican 
( ) Independent
( ) Other (please specify) ________________________________
23. What was the approximate size of the community in which 
you were brought up?
( ) Over 400,000 (or a suburb of a city this size)
( ) 100,000-400,000 (or a suburb of a city this size)
( ) 25,000-100,000
( ) 2,500-25,000
( ) Rural or less than 2,500
24. How long have you taught at the school where you are 
presently employed?
( ) 0-5 years 
( ) 5-10 years 
( ) 10-15 years 
( ) 15-20 years 
( ) Over 20 years
25. What is (or was) your father's occupation? (please be as 
specific as possible.) ____________________________________
26. How long have you lived in Louisiana? ___________________
27. Have you taught at any college or university in addi­
tion to the one where you now teach? If yes, at what 
school did you last teach? _______________________________
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L o u i s i a n a  s t a t e  U n i v e r s i t y
AN D  A G R I C U L T U R A L  A N D  M E C H A N I C A L  C O L L E G E  
B AT O N  R O U G E  . L O U I S I A N A  . 70803
C ollege o f  A rts  an d  Sciences
DEPA R TM EN T O F  P O L IT IC A L  S C IE N C E
The enclosed questionnaire is being sent to a sample 
population of 526 teachers in Louisiana's public institu­
tions of higher learning. Little is known today about the 
political beliefs and behavior of college teachers. Hope­
fully the information gained from this questionnaire will 
add to our knowledge of the political life of academicians. 
The questionnaire seeks information concerning your general 
political orientation, your views on major public issues, 
and your participation in recent campaigns and elections.
Your response to this questionnaire will, of course, be 
strictly confidential. The purpose of the number on the 
return envelope is merely to allow follow-up letters to be 
sent to persons who do not return the original questionnaire. 
Before the questionnaires are examined the return envelope 
will be destroyed. No connection, either directly or 
indirectly, will be made between yourself and the informa­
tion on the questionnaire.
Please take about fifteen minutes to fill out the 
questionnaire and return it in the enclosed stamped, 
addressed envelope. You participation in this research 





SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS OF THE RESPONDENTS
1 . Sex ;
a. Male 188
b. Female 50
c. No Response 0
2. Age ;
a. 21-29 32
b . 30-39 62
c. 40-49 72
d. 50-59 51
e . Over 60 20
f . No Response 1
3. Race:
a. White 210
b . Negro 20
c . Other 4
d. No Response 4
4. Geographical location of colleges where academic degrees 
were obtained:
First Degree Second Degree Third Degree
a. South 173 156 60
b. Outside South 50 60 46
c. No Degree 1 12 127
d. No Response 14 10 5
5. Academic Discipline:
a. Liberal Arts (including
social sciences) 49




c. Vocational Subjects 107
d. Fine Arts 16
e. Not Determined 2
6. Ownership of colleges where academic degrees were 
obtained:
First Degree Second Degree Third Degree
a. Public 168 168 93
b. Private 54 47 12
c. No Degree 1 12 127






b. Associate Professor 61
c. Assistant Professor 76
d. Instructor 32
e. Other 0







g. No Response 2
9. Section of the country where respondents grew up:
a. South 164
b. Outside the South 58
c. Foreign Country 11
d. No Response 5
10. Approximate annual income:
a. Below $10,000 23
b. $10,000-14,999 95
c. $15,000-19,999 67
d. $20,000 and above 37
e. No Response 16
11. Size of the community in which the respondents grew up




e. Rural or less than
2,500 73
f. No Response 8





e. No Response 8
13. Occupational mobility:
a. Have taught at more than one college 98
b. Have not taught at more than one college 124
c. No Response 16
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14. Length of time respondents have taught at school where 
presently employed:
a. 0-5 years 101
b . 5-10 years 53
c. 10-15 years 33
d . 15-20 years 24
e . Over 20 years 25






c. Farm and Farm Manager 50




g. No Response 4
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